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PREFACE 


The  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  of  the  World  Council  of 
Churches  met  from  August  16-30,  1978,  at  the  Ecumenical  Christian 
Centre,  Whitefield,  near  Bangalore,  India.  It  was  the  new  Com- 
mission's first  meeting  since  it  was  constituted  after  the  Fifth 
Assembly  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  in  1975.  It  was  also 
the  Commission's  first  meeting  in  Asia. 

Several  different  kinds  of  documents  are  found  in  this  volume. 

The  first  section  contains  the  Minutes  of  the  Standing  Commis- 
sion and  the  Plenary  Sessions  of  the  Commission,  recorded  by 
Dr  L.A.  Hoedemaker,  along  with  a day-by-day  accounting  of  the 
life  of  the  Commission  during  the  meeting.  The  second  section 
is  a "conspectus  of  studies"  prepared  by  the  Faith  and  Order 
Secretariat  to  give  an  overview  of  the  programme  implications 
of  the  recommendations  approved  by  the  Commission.  The  third 
section  contains  reports  produced  by  six  small  groups  which 
studied  and  reflected  on  Accounts  of  Hope  related  to  specific 
regions.  These  reports  have  the  form  of  communications  ad- 
dressed to  specific  groups  of  Christians  in  the  region.  Al- 
though their  preparation  was  an  integral  part  of  the  process 
which  led  to  the  creation  of  the  Common  Account  of  Hope,  these 
reports  were  not  debated  by  the  full  Commission  and  therefore 
carry  only  the  authority  of  the  small  group  which  produced 
them.  The  fourth  section  contains  appendices  of  related  docu- 
ments and  a list  of  the  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Com- 
mission . 

The  reports  of  the  two  major  themes  of  the  Bangalore  meeting, 
"Giving  Account  of  the  Hope  that  is  within  us"  and  "Growing 
Together  into  Unity",  are  published  in  a separate  volume  under 
the  title  Sharing  in  One  Hope,  which  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Publications  Office  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches,  P.0. 

Box  66,  150  route  de  Ferney,  1211  Geneva  20,  Switzerland.  This 
volume  is  also  published  in  German, under  the  title  Bangalore  1978, 
by  the  Verlag  Otto  Lembeck,  Frankfurt  am  Main. 
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MINUTES 


A. 


THE  STANDING  COMMISSION 


Prior  to  the  opening  of  the  plenary  session  of  the  Commission 
on  Faith  and  Order,  a brief  meeting  of  the  Standing  Commission 
was  held  on  Tuesday,  August  15.  A second  meeting  of  the  Stand- 
ing Commission  was  held  on  Sunday,  August  27. 

Attendance 


Officers:  Prof.  N . A.  NISSIOTIS,  Moderator 

The  Rev.  S.W.  ARIARAJAH , Vice-Moderator 

Prof.  J.  DESCHNER,  Vice-Moderator 

Mrs  F.  MAHONEY,  Vice-Moderator 

The  Rev.  Fr  J.M.R.  TILLARD,  Vice-Moderator 

Members:  Dr  K.  ARAYAPRATEEP 

Prof.  I.  ASHE I M 
Metropolitan  BARTHOLOMEW 
Protopresbyter  V.  BOROVOY 
Dr  P . A . CROW,  JR 
Fr  T.  HOPKO 

Dr  U.  KUHN 

Dr  B.  LESKO 

Prof.  J.M.  LOCHMAN 
Dr  A.  MAMPILA 
Prof.  K.  OGAWA 
Prof.  W.  PANNENBERG 
Prof.  D.  POPESCU 
The  Rev.  J.A.  POWERS 
Dr  K.  PROHLE 
The  Rev.  A.  SOEJATNO 
Dr  J.  STAM 
Mrs  M.  TANNER 
The  Rev.  I.  VENCE 
The  Rev.  P.  WAY 

Dr  W.M.S.  WEST  (second  session  only) 

Apologies:  Dorn  E.  LANNE 

The  Rev.  S.  NOMENYO 
The  Rt  Rev.  D.  TUTU 
Prof.  G.  WILMORE 


Minute  Secretary:  Dr  L . A . HOEDEMAKER 


Staff:  The  Rev.  S.  CRANFORD 

Dr  G.  MULLER-FAHRENHOLZ 
Dr  C.F.  PARVEY 
Dr  C.-S.  SONG 
Dr  L.  VISCHER 


Guests : 


Fr 

P. 

DUPREY 

Dr 

A. 

HOUTEPEN 

Fr 

M. 

THURIAN 
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OPENING 


The  Moderator,  Prof.  NISSIOTIS,  opened  the  meeting  with  prayer 
and  asked  those  present  to  introduce  themselves. 


REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARIAT 

The  Director,  Dr  VISCHER,  reported  on  the  work  of  the  past  year 
and  introduced  the  programme  of  the  Commission  meeting.  Dr 
Vischer  spoke  of  1)  the  work  done  in  preparation  for  the  Ban- 
galore meeting,  especially  on  the  development  of  the  material 
of  the  Giving  Account  of  the  Hope  theme;  2)  the  work  on  the 
agreed  statements  on  baptism,  eucharist  and  the  ministry;  3)  the 
work  on  the  wider  unity  issues,  drawing  attention  to  the  publi- 
cation of  Unity  in  Today's  World  by  Dr  Miiller-Fahrenholz , to 
the  book  Partners  in  Weakness  - The  Handicapped  in  the  Unity  of 
the  Church  soon  to  be  published,  and  especially  to  the  study 
on  "The  Community  of  Women  and  Men  in  the  Church",  for  which  a 
published  study  proposal  was  available;  4)  various  efforts  with 
regard  to  the  unity  of  the  Church:  the  consultation  on  autho- 
ritative teaching  (Odessa,  October  1977)  , the  Forum  on  bilateral 
conversations  with  representatives  of  World  Confessional  Families 
(Bossey,  April  1978),  the  discussion  with  the  Secretariat  for 
Promoting  Christian  Unity  on  the  common  basis  of  faith  (Venice, 
June  1978) , and  the  summary  of  church  union  negotiations  pub- 
lished in  The  Ecumenical  Review;  5)  the  work  on  the  prayer 
calendar,  "For  All  God's  People";  6)  the  difficult  financial 
situation;  7)  the  situation  in  the  staff,  especially  the  con- 
tinuing need  for  an  Orthodox  staff  member. 


PROGRAMME  OF  THE  COMMISSION  MEETING 

The  proposed  programme  for  the  Commission  meeting  was  introduced 
by  the  Director.  In  response  to  a question  from  Prof.  POPESCU, 
it  was  explained  that  care  had  been  taken  to  mix  the  groups 
regionally,  this  being  deemed  essential  for  the  method  of  the 
Giving  Account  study.  Prof.  DESCHNER  discussed  the  working  re- 
lationship between  the  drafting  group  and  the  various  discussion 
groups  during  the  first  week  of  the  Commission  meeting.  Dr  CROW 
emphasized  the  importance  of  the  Commission  meeting  in  view  of 
the  concern  in  the  ecumenical  movement  for  sound  theological 
reflection.  The  new  methodology  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Com- 
mission should  be  made  very  visible.  Dr  VISCHER  commented  on 
the  emphasis  of  direct  consultation  with  the  churches  and  em- 
phasized the  relationship  between  the  healing  of  divisions  and 
the  fulfilling  of  the  mission  of  the  Church. 

Mrs  MAHONEY  reminded  the  Standing  Commission  of  the  promise 
made  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  Standing  Commission  (Loccum  1977) 
to  provide  for  more  worship  integrally  related  to  the  meeting. 

Mrs  Mahoney  also  suggested  that  a special  session  be  introduced 
into  the  programme  to  provide  basic  introductory  information  on 
Faith  and  Order  work  for  new  Commission  members.  It  was  agreed 
to  plan  such  a session  for  the  evening  of  Wednesday,  August  16. 
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COMMITTEES 


It  was  agreed  that  the  following  names  would  be  proposed  for 
the  various  committees: 

Steering  Committee:  Officers  of  the  Commission 

Worship  Committee:  The  Rev.  JATHANNA,  Mr  JONES,  Dr  PARVEY, 

Prof.  PITT-WATSON,  Dr  STAM 

Drafting  Committee:  Prof.  DESCHNER,  Dr  FLESSEMAN-VAN  LEER, 
Fr  HOPKO , Dr  STAM,  Fr  TILLARD 


THE  SIGNIFICANCE  OF  THE  OLD  TESTAMENT 

Dr  FLESSEMAN-VAN  LEER  introduced  the  report,  "The  Significance 
of  the  Old  Testament  in  Relation  to  the  New",  which  is  the  result 
of  a consultation  held  immediately  after  the  meeting  of  the 
Standing  Commission  in  Loccum  (July  1977) . She  emphasized  the 
continuity  of  this  study  with  Bristol,  1967  ("The  Significance 
of  the  Hermeneutical  Problem  for  the  Ecumenical  Movement")  and 
Louvain,  1971  ("The  Authority  of  the  Bible")  and  expressed  the 
hope  that  the  three  reports  would  be  published  together.  She 
also  suggested  that  a number  of  articles  be  written  on  the  role 
of  the  Old  Testament  in  inter-religious  dialogues. 

The  meeting  endorsed  the  proposal  to  proceed  with  the  publi- 
cation of  the  three  reports  and  to  consider  the  possibility 
of  articles  about  the  dialogue  issue.  Several  remarks  and  sug- 
gestions were  made,  and  Dr  Flesseman  was  asked  to  include  these 
insofar  as  possible  without  disrupting  the  paper.  Prof.  ASHEIM 
drew  attention  to  a possible  link  with  the  study  on  authority. 
Prof.  PANNENBERG  urged  the  continuation  of  the  study  to  a next 
stage,  where  some  of  the  criticisms  expressed  could  be  dealt 
with  more  adequately. 


COMMUNITY  OF  WOMEN  AND  MEN  IN  THE  CHURCH 

Dr  PARVEY  introduced  the  study  on  the  Community  of  Women  and 
Men  in  the  Church  and  made  special  reference  to  a regional  con- 
sultation held  at  the  United  Theological  College  in  Bangalore 
just  before  the  present  meeting.  Referring  to  the  study  pro- 
posal, which  was  distributed.  Dr  Parvey  explained  that  it  pre- 
sents a theological  study  in  the  form  of  a process  of  question- 
ing. It  is  to  be  carried  out  in  a large  number  of  local  and 
regional  groups  during  the  year  1979;  recommendations  will  then 
go  to  the  Central  Committee  in  1981.  In  the  discussion,  Mrs 
TANNER  noted  a subtle  shift  from  a "women's  study"  to  a "com- 
munity study".  Prof.  DESCHNER  likewise  commented  that  "community" 
appeared  to  be  the  key  word  in  the  title:  the  essential  re- 
thinking of  the  man-woman  relationship  as  community  might  be  a 
Christian  witness  to  the  women's  liberation  movement.  Rev.  POWERS 
remarked  that  the  study  was  really  concerned  with  the  nature  of 
the  Church.  The  Standing  Commission  received  the  report,  ex- 
pressed appreciation  for  the  work  which  had  been  done,  and  re- 
commended its  presentation  to  the  full  Commission. 
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THE  HANDICAPPED  AND  THE  CHURCH 


Dr  MULLER-FAHRENHOLZ  then  introduced  the  study  on  the  handi- 
capped, with  special  reference  to  a consultation  in  Bad  Saarow 
(GDR)  in  April,  1978,  on  "The  Life  and  Witness  of  the  Handicap- 
ped in  the  Christian  community".  He  spoke  also  of  a volume 
soon  to  be  published  which  will  present  a theological  overview 
and  a series  of  contributions  about  cases,  activities,  experiences 
etc.  Dr  Miiller-Fahrenholz  also  suggested  that  the  whole  per- 
spective of  the  study  "Unity  of  the  Church  - Unity  of  Humankind" 
be  reviewed  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  at  a later  stage. 

In  the  discussion,  it  was  suggested  that,  although  the  Bad  Saarow 
consultation  was  European,  the  report  might  usefully  be  given 
wider  circulation.  Dr  VISCHER  drew  attention  to  the  United 
Nations'  "Year  of  the  Disabled"  in  1981,  which  would  require  a 
special  effort  of  the  churches.  The  Standing  Commission  gave 
its  support  to  the  memorandum  from  the  Bad  Saarow  consultation 
and  encouraged  the  churches  to  take  up  its  reflections  and  re- 
commendations. In  view  of  the  "International  Year  of  the  Disabled 
in  1981,  the  Standing  Commission  urged  the  Central  Committee  of 
the  WCC  in  its  forthcoming  meeting  in  Jamaica,  January  1979,  to 
initiate  appropriate  steps  to  enable  the  full  participation  of 
the  WCC  and  its  member  churches . 


STAFF  AND  FINANCE 

The  Moderator  turned  to  the  question  of  the  finanancial  situation, 
and  Dr  VISCHER  provided  some  additional  information.  Dr  CROW 
raised  the  question  of  seeking  special  funds  or  soliciting 
special  contributions  from  the  member  churches.  After  some  dis- 
cussion on  the  possibility  of  filling  the  third  staff  position 
by  the  appointment  of  a member  of  the  Orthodox  Church,  Prof. 
DESCHNER  suggested  that  special  money  be  raised  to  off-set  the 
required  cuts  in  the  1979  budget.  Dr  CROW  added  that  contri- 
butions from  the  Third  World  churches,  even  symbolic  ones, 
would  be  important  in  this  connection. 

It  was  agreed  to  set  the  next  meeting  of  the  Standing  Commission 
for  Sunday,  August  27,  20.00. 
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B 


THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 


The  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  of  the  World  Council  of  Chur- 
ches met  on  the  campus  of  the  Ecumenical  Christian  Centre,  White- 
field,  near  Bangalore,  India,  16-30  August,  1978. 

Attendance 


Officers:  Prof.  N.A.  NISSIOTIS 

The  Rev.  S.W.  ARIARAJ AH 

Prof.  J.  DESCHNER 

Mrs  F.  MAHONEY 

The  Rev.  Fr  J.M.R.  TILLARD 

Members:  Archbishop  S.  A J AMI AN 

The  Rev.  Dr  S.T.  AKANDE 

Archpriest  P.  ALES 

The  Rev.  Dr  S.  AMIRTHAM 

Dr  K.  ARAYAPRATEEP 

Prof.  I.ASHEIM 

Metropolitan  BARTHOLOMEW 

Dr  R.  BERTRAM 

The  Rev.  P.  BONILLA 

Protopresbyter  V.  BOROVOY 

Prof.  R.E.  BROWN 

Prof.  R.  Me A.  BROWN 

The  Rev.  A . T . BURUA 

The  Rev.  M.  CRESSEY 

Dr.  P . A.  CROW,  JR 

The  Rev.  H.  DAUGHTRY 

Dr  R.  DEDEREN 

Dr  E.  FLESSEMAN-VAN  LEER 

Bishop  A.  GREGORIUS 

Prof.  J.  GUTIERREZ 

Miss  S.  HAAPIMAA 

Dr  A.  HAM 

Miss  J.  HENDRICKSE 
Prof.  G.  HINSON 
Rektor  C.  HINZ 
Fr  T.  HOPKO 

The  Rev.  V.O.  JATHANNA 
Miss  A.  JAUBERT 
Prof.  I.  JUHASZ 
Fr  A.  KESHISHIAN 
Dr  N.  KIRST 
Prof.  J.-L.  KLEIN 
Docent  T.  KOEV 
Prof.  G.  KONIDARIS 
Prof.  K.  KOYAMA 
Dr  U.  KUHN 
Prof.  W.H.  LAZARETH 
Dr  B.  LESKO 
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Members  cont'd: 


Substitutes : 


Prof.  J.M.  LOCHMAN 

Prof.  N.  LOSSKY 

Dr  A. MAMPILA 

Dr  J.  MARASCHIN 

The  Rev.  D.  MARGENFELD 

The  Rev.  M.  MBWANA 

Prof.  H.  MILTON 

Mr  J.  MUGAMBI 

Mrs  M.  ODUYOYE 

Prof.  K.  OGAWA 

Metropolitan  G.  Mar  OSTHATHIOS 

Prof.  W.  PANNENBERG 

Dr  J.  PANTELIS 

Archimandrite  S.  PAPAGEORGE 

Prof.  M.  PARVIO 

Mrs  C.  PATTIASINA 

Prof.  Per  E.  PERSSON 

Prof.  I.  PITT-WATSON 

Prof.  D.  POPESCU 

The  Rev.  J.A.  POWERS 

Dr  K.  PROHLE 

The  Rev.  U.  RADKE 

Mrs  K.  P.  RAY 

Prof.  S.  RAYAN 

Dr  P.  RICCA 

The  Rev.  H.A.A.  ROSE 

Dr  H.O.  RUSSELL 

Dr  L.  RUSSELL 

Prof.  L.  SARTORI 

Dr  G.  SETILOANE 

Prof.  W.  SIDJABAT 

The  Rev.  K.M.  SMITH 

Prof.  J.  SMOLIK 

Mrs  V.  SWAI 

The  Rev.  A.  SOEJATNO 

Dr  J . STAM 

Dr  M.  TADROS 

Mrs  M.  TANNER 

The  Rev.  I.  VENCE 

Dr  G.  WAGNER 

The  Rev.  Dr  G.  WAINWRIGHT 
The  Rev.  P.  WAY 
Dr  W.M.S.  WEST 
Prof.  J.R.  WRIGHT 
Prof.  J.D.  ZIZIOULAS 


The  Rev.  S.  ADA  (for  S.  WOMENYO ) 

Fr  F.  BOUWEN  (for  W.  KASPER) 

Mrs  P.  CHINNIS  (for  J.  JACKSON) 

Fr  E.  HAMBYE  (for  E.  LANNE) 

Fr  P.  HERVOUET  (for  B.-D,  DUPUY) 

Dr  E.C.  JOHN  (for  Bishop  SAMUEL) 

The  Rev.  McL.A.  KUMI  (for  K.  DICKSON) 
Dr  G.M.  MARTIN  (for  J.  MOLTMANN) 
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Substitutes  cont'drThe  Very  Rev.  P.  MOKUKU  (for  D.  TUTU) 

The  Rev.  D.  NKWE  (for  M.  BUTHELEZI) 

Prof.  C.  OEYEN  (for  J.  VISSER) 

The  Rev.  F.  SCHAFER  (for  J.  MIGUEZ-BONINO) 
Fr  P.  THOMAS  (for  V.C.  SAMUEL) 

The  Rev.  H.  D'Arcy  WOOD  (for  N.  YOUNG) 
Prof.  U.  ZILLES  (for  V.  NETTO) 

Consultants:  Miss  H.  ALEXANDER 

Fr  R.  BEAUPERE 
Mr  M.  BEGZOS 
Dr  E.  CAMPI 
Mr  T.  K.  CHANDY 
Dr  C.-Y.  CHOO 
Mr  M.  CONWAY 
Prof.  T.  DERR 
Dr  K.-C.  EPTING 
Miss  N.  FENN 
Dr  G.  GASSMANN 
Mr  H.  GONNET 
Dr  A.  HOUTEPEN 
Mr  E.  JONES 
Dr  M.J.  JOSEPH 
Dr  G.  KONDOTHRA 
Dr  H.  KRUGER 
Dr  J.  LARA-BRAUD 
The  Rev.  K.  LEECH 
Fr  A.  MATABOSCH 
Prof.  L.  MORREN 
Dr.  W.  MULLER- ROMHELD 
Mr  A.  MURRICKEN 
Prof.  G.  NAGY 
The  Rev.  S.  NCOZAMA 
Mrs  M.  PANDE 

Mr  S.  PAPALEXANDROPOULOS 
Prof.  A.  PEACOCKE 
Dr  I.  SEAH 

Miss  P.  C.  SHANTHAMMA 
Dr.  V.  SIDDHARTHA 
Fr.  A.  TANIELIAN 
Dr  M.M.  THOMAS 
Mr  T.K.  THOMAS 
Fr  M.  THURIAN 
Mr  M.  ZACHARIAH 

Liaison  Officers:  Dr  C.  BROACH  (Baptist  World  Alliance) 
Metropolitan  DAMASK I NOS  (Ecumenical 
Patriarchate  of  Constantinople) 

The  Rev.  Fr  P.  DUPREY  (Roman  Catholic 
Church) 

Dr  H.  J.  FORSTMAN  (Christian  Church 
(Disciples  of  Christ)  ) 

Dr  J.  HALE  (World  Methodist  Council) 

The  Rev.  R.  SMITH  (World  Alliance  of 
Reformed  Churches) 
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WCC  Staff: 


Interpreters : 

Minute  Secretary: 
Local  Staff: 


Stewards : 


Guests : 


The  Rev.  J.-J.  BAUSWEIN 

Prof.  I.  BRIA 

The  Rev.  S.  CRANFORD 

Mr  Peter  MOSS 

Dr  M.  Ma  MPOLO 

Dr  G.  MULLER-FAHRENHOLZ 

The  Rev.  Dr  C.  PARVEY 

Mrs  R.  SBEGHEN 

Dr  C.-S.  SONG 

Dr  L.  VISCHER 

Miss  A.  WILLIAMSON 


Mrs  D.  COLEMAN 
Mrs  T.  EVDOKIMOFF 
Mr  R.  FAERBER 
Mrs  U.  GASSMANN 

Dr  L . A.  HOEDEMAKER 

The  Rev.  M. A.  THOMAS,  Director,  ECC 

Mr  E.S.  AMBLER 

Mrs  F.  COYNE 

Miss  M.  DAVID 

Miss  P.  GEORGE 

Mrs  A.  GNANADASON 

Mr  J.N.  GNANADASON 

Mr  T.K.  JOHN 

Miss  F.  MANUEL 

Miss  T.C.  MARIAMMA 

Mr  J.  MATHEW 

Mr  D.  MIKHERJI 

Miss  L.  MONTE I RO 

Miss  S.  NELL I THAN AM 

Miss  P.N.  PONNAMMA 

Miss  M.  VE DAN AY AG AM 

Mr  A.  XAVIER 

Mr  G.S.  YALSANGI 

Miss  J.  BISWAS 
Miss  R.  LAKSHMI 
Miss  G.  I.  NESAMONI 
Miss  E.  OOMMEN 
Sr  VIMALA 
Mr  S.K.  MOHANTY 


The 

Rev.  K.M. 

SAMUEL 

Mr  P 

’.  SINGH 

The 

Rev.  Dn  T 

. VERGHESE 

Mr  A 

l . XAVIER 

The 

Most  Rev. 

Dr  P.  AVOKIASWAMY 

The 

Rev.  Dr  R 

. CHANDRAN 

The 
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Apologies : 


The  Rev.  Fr  C.  ARGENTI 

Dr  M.  BUTHELEZI 

Prof.  J.  CONE 

The  Rev.  J.  DASS 

Prof.  K.  DICKSON 

The  Rev.  Fr  B.-D.  DUPUY 

The  Rev.  J.  GATU 

Archbishop  K.  GUNDIAYEV 

Fr  M.  HAYEK 

The  Rt  Rev.  J.  HOWE 

Mrs  J.  JACKSON 

Prof.  Dr  W.  KASPER 

Metropolitan  G.  KHODR 

Dom  E.  LANNE 

Bishop  V.  LABBE  DIAZ 

Dr  C.  MAU 

Prof.  J.  MIGUEZ-BONINO 

Dr  L.  MILIN 

Prof.  J.  MOLTMANN 

Dr  E.  NACPIL 

The  Rev.  Fr  V.R.  NETTO 

The  Rev.  S.  NOMENYO 

The  Most  Rev.  N.D.  A.  SAMUEL 

Prof.  V.C.  SAMUEL 

Dr  P . SHEN 

Dean  N.D.  SUH 

The  Rt  Rev.  M.  THOMAS 

The  Rt  Rev.  D.  TUTU 

Dr  J.  VISSER 

Prof.  G.  WILMORE 

Prof.  N.  YOUNG 


THE  PROGRAMME  OF  THE  COMMISSION  MEETING 

Two  major  themes  provided  the  focus  for  the  Commission: 

GIVING  ACCOUNT  OF  THE  HOPE  and  GROWING  INTO  UNITY 

For  both  themes,  extensive  preparatory  material  had  been  made 
available  in  advance  to  all  participants.  The  volume  on  "Giving 
Account  of  the  Hope"  included  ten  reports;  six  were  regional 
accounts  and  four  dealt  with  particular  themes.  In  addition, 
the  volume  contained  a first  attempt  at  a common  account, 
drafted  by  a small  consultation  in  March  1978.  After  a pre- 
sentation in  plenary  session,  the  Commission  was  divided  into 
ten  groups  to  look  at  contributions  to  the  Giving  Account  of 
the  Hope  study.  Each  group  was  asked  to  prepare  a response  to 
an  appropriate  addressee  related  to  the  specific  account  which 
the  group  studied.  Additionally,  each  group  contributed  to  the 
work  of  a drafting  committee  responsible  for  submitting  a com- 
mon account  of  hope  to  the  Commission. 
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Giving  Account  Groups: 


Group  1 
2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 


An 

An 

An 

An 

An 

An 

An 

An 

An 

An 


account 

account 

account 

account 

account 

account 

account 

account 

account 

account 


related  to  Africa 

related  to  Asia 

related  to  Eastern  Europe 

related  to  Latin  America 

related  to  North  America 

related  to  Western  Europe 

on  Faith  and  Science 

from  the  Community  of  Women  and  lien 

on  Ultimate  Hope 

from  Youth 


The  second  theme  was  taken  up  in  five  committees  on  specific 
issues  related  to  the  unity  of  the  Church: 


Committee  I - 
II  - 
III  - 
IV  - 


V - 


The  Meaning  of  Conciliar  Fellowship 

Towards  Communion  in  One  Faith 

Growing  into  Eucharistic  Fellowship 

The  Discipline  of  Communion  in  a Divided  World 

Sub-Committees : 

A - The  One  Church  as  a Community  of  Women 
and  Men 

B - The  Unity  of  the  Church  and  Inter-Church 
Aid 

C - Dialogue  with  Other  Living  Faiths  and 
Ideologies 

New  Ecumenical  Experiences  and  Existing 
Ecumenical  Structures 


The  Committees  reported  their  findings  in  plenary  session. 


Wednesday,  16  August 


Mrs  Florence  Mahoney,  a Vice  Moderator,  led  the  opening  worship 
service  in  the  Chapel  of  the  Ecumenical  Centre,  beginning  at 
10.00.  The  Rev.  M. A.  Thomas,  the  Director  of  the  Ecumenical 
Christian  Centre,  delivered  the  sermon. 

PLENARY  SESSION 

The  Moderator,  Prof.  NISSIOTIS,  opened  the  plenary  meeting  of 
the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order.  A message  was  read  from  the 
General  Secretary  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches,  Dr  Philip 
Potter  (see  Appendix,  p.71).  The  Moderator  addressed  the  meet- 
ing on  "The  Faith  and  Order  Commission  as  an  Ecclesial  Event".(l) 
The  Director,  Dr  VISCHER,  introduced  guests  and  called  the  roll 


(1)  For  full  text,  see  Sharing  in  One  Hope,  WCC,  Geneva  1979 
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of  those  present.  The  programme  of  the  meeting  was  introduced 
and  adopted  after  some  further  clarification.  The  proposals 
for  the  various  committees,  as  recommended  by  the  Standing  Com- 
mission, were  brought  to  the  meeting  and  approved. 

The  session  was  adjourned. 

Report  of  the  Secretariat  (1) 


In  the  afternoon  session,  the  Director  presented  the  "Report  of 
the  Secretariat".  The  report  presented  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mission during  the  last  four  years  around  four  major  themes: 

I.  Giving  Account  of  the  Hope  that  is  Within  Us.  The  report 
summarized  the  process  and  results  of  the  seven  year  old  study 
to  date  and  suggested  the  major  issues  likely  to  be  encountered 
in  the  course  of  the  Bangalore  meeting.  II.  Visible  Unity  in 
One  Faith  and  in  One  Eucharistic  Fellowship.  Calling  attention 
to  the  WCC's  purpose  as  stated  in  the  new  Constitution,  "To 
call  the  churches  to  the  goal  of  visible  unity  in  one  faith  and 
in  one  eucharistic  fellowship  expressed  in  worship  and  in  com- 
mon life  in  Christ  and  to  advance  towards  that  unity  in  order 
that  the  world  may  believe",  the  report  described  the  efforts 
undertaken  in  three  critical  areas:  1)  consensus  in  the  apos- 
tolic faith;  2)  mutual  recognition  of  baptism,  eucharist  and 
ministry;  3)  structures  for  common  deliberation  and  decision- 
making. III.  The  Church  as  Lived  Community.  The  report 
gave  specific  examples  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission's 
continuing  engagement  of  topics  under  the  theme,  "Unity  of 
the  Church  - Unity  of  Humankind".  IV.  The  Road  to  Unity. 

The  report  spoke  of  the  role  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 
in  giving  focus  to  the  many  efforts  toward  the  unity  of  the 
Church  and  to  enabling  the  churches  to  grow  in  their  commitment 
to  unity.  The  compilation  of  the  ecumenical  prayer  calendar, 
"For  All  God's  People",  was  given  special  attention. 

In  the  discussion.  Prof.  SMOLIK  asked  whether  the  main  points 
of  the  report  could  not  be  taken  together,  in  closer  relation 
to  the  issue  of  mutual  recognition.  Metropolitan  OSTHATHIOS 
questioned  the  timeliness  of  the  issue  of  agreement  on  the 
ministry  of  Peter  raised  in  the  report  as  a topic  of  current 
conversation.  Dr  STAM  regretted  the  lack  of  reference  to  the 
problems  of  rich  and  poor.  Prof.  K0NIDARI5  emphasized  the  im- 
portance of  bilateral  conversations  for  the  clarification  of 
divisive  issues  such  as  episcopacy.  Dr  SETILOANE  emphasized 
the  importance  of  dialogue  as  essential  to  the  life  of  the  chur- 
ches and  also  explained  how,  in  many  African  states,  the  re- 
lation between  church  and  state  affected  the  relations  of  the 
churches  with  world  bodies.  Prof.  POPESCU  stated  that  the  study 
on  the  unity  of  humankind  ought  also  to  take  into  consideration 
questions  of  disarmament,  new  economic  order,  etc. 


(1)  For  full  text,  see  Sharing  in  One  Hope,  WCC,  Geneva  1979 
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In  his  response,  Dr  VISCHER  emphasized  that  the  different  as- 
pects of  the  Commission's  work  hang  together  in  the  life  of  the 
Church  and  that  the  w^ork  must  be  seen  as  part  of  the  whole  pro- 
gramme of  the  World  Council  of  Churches,  with  some  concerns 
being  taken  up  in  other  branches. 

After  the  introduction  of  guests  from  Dharmaram  College,  who 
were  to  lead  the  worship  service  the  following  morning,  the 
session  was  adjourned. 


Thursday,  17  August 


The  worship  was  led  by  Fr  Joseph  Pathrapankal,  colleagues  and 
students  from  Dharmaram  Pontifical  Institute  of  Theology  and 
Philosophy . 

PLENARY  SESSION 

Vice  Moderator,  Fr  TILLARD,  in  the  chair,  called  on  Prof.  LOCHMAN  1 
to  present  the  theme  GIVING  ACCOUNT  OF  THE  HOPE.  Prof.  Lochman 
addressed  the  meeting  on  "Towards  an  Ecumenical  Account  of  Hope". 
Responses  were  made  by  Dr  MAMPILA,  Metropolitan  OSTHATHIOS,  and 
Dr  Letty  RUSSELL.  (1) 

In  the  discussion.  Prof.  KOYAMA  pointed  out  the  need  for  a sym- 
bolism to  account  for  the  crucial  fact  of  Christ's  identification 
with  humanity  and  suggested  it  might  be  helpful  to  use  words 
like  "mercy"  or  "karma".  He  also  felt  that  the  content  of 
Prof.  Lochman' s paper  ought  to  be  expanded,  especially  with 
reference  to  cosmology  and  anthropology.  Prof.  SIDJABAT  expres- 
sed appreciation  for  the  fact  that  Prof.  Lochman  had  based  his 
paper  on  the  Bible  rather  than  on  the  psycho-social  situation; 
he  felt  that  more  attention  should  have  been  paid  to  concepts 
of  hope  in  other  religions  and  to  the  relation  between  religious 
and  secular  eschatology.  Prof.  PANNENBERG  welcomed  Prof.  Lochman 's 
emphasis  on  the  specificity  of  Christian  hope  with  its  implicit 
criticism  of  human  hope.  Only  on  the  basis  of  the  reality  of 
the  resurrection  can  we  have  hope  at  all.  He  considered  it  to 
be  correct  that  the  paper  dealt  with  the  theme  of  the  Church 
towards  the  end.  Prof.  KONIDARIS  felt  that  a paragraph  ought 
to  be  added  on  the  resurrection  and  that  it  might  be  helpful 
to  draw  attention  to  certain  periods  of  history  in  which  the  hope 
of  the  resurrection  had  been  of  special  significance  for  the 
Church.  Prof.  GUTIERREZ  questioned  the  use  of  the  word  "ecu- 
menical" as  an  adjective  to  liberation  theology.  Dr  SETILOANE 
expressed  particular  appreciation  for  the  contribution  of  Dr 
Letty  Russell:  theology  needs  to  be  re-defined  as  verbalization 
of  the  experience  of  the  divine,  which  leads  necessarily  to  many 


(1)  For  full  text,  see  Sharing  in  One  Rope,  WCC,  Geneva  1979 
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different  expressions,  even  though  the  same  divinity  is  experi- 
enced . 

The  Moderator  raised  the  possibility  of  continuing  the  plenary 
discussion  instead  of  moving  to  discussions  in  small  groups. 

The  meeting  voted , however , by  42  to  36,  to  move  to  group  dis- 
cussions . 


Community  of  Women  and  Men  in  the  Church 


Dr  PARVEY  gave  a brief  introduction  to  the  study  on  the  Com- 
munity of  Women  and  Men  in  the  Church,  in  which  she  emphasized 
the  ecclesial  and  contextual  nature  of  the  study. 

The  session  was  adjourned. 


GIVING  ACCOUNT  GROUPS 

The  ten  Giving  Account  Groups  spent  Thursday  afternoon  in 
session . 


Friday,  13  August 


The  day  began  with  worship  in  an  Indian  meditative  style  led 
by  Father  Jacob  Theckanath  and  colleagues  from  the  National 
Biblical,  Catechetical  and  Liturgical  Centre. 

GIVING  ACCOUNT  GROUPS 

The  work  of  the  Giving  Account  Groups  continued  Friday  morning. 
At  regular  intervals,  the  officers  of  the  groups  met  with  the 
drafting  team  to  share  key  points  in  their  discussions. 

RECEPTION 

In  the  afternoon,  a reception  was  held  at  the  Ecumenical  Chris- 
tian Centre.  Dr  R.R.  Diwakar  was  the  featured  speaker,  as  many 
guests  from  the  Bangalore  area  gathered  to  welcome  the  Com- 
mission. After  dinner,  Sri  George  Fernandes,  Union  Minister 
for  Industries  addressed  the  Commission.  (1) 


Saturday,  19  August 
GIVING  ACCOUNT  GROUPS 

Worship  was  conducted  in  each  Giving  Account  Group.  The  small 
(1)  For  full  text,  see  Sharing  in  One  Hope,  WCC,  Geneva  1379 
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group  discussion  continued  through  the  morning. 

VISIT  TO  BANGALORE 

In  the  afternoon,  the  Commission  travelled  to  Bangalore  to 
visit  the  National  Biblical,  Catechetical  and  Liturgical  Centre 
and  to  share  in  a Mass  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 


Sunday,  20  August 


Commission  members  were  offered  optional  excursions  to  Mysore 
or  to  the  Nandi  Hills. 


Monday,  21  August 


The  Commission  began  its  day  with  a biblical  meditation  led 
by  the  Rev.  POWERS. 

PLENARY  SESSION 

The  Moderator,  Prof.  NISSIOTIS,  explained  the  purpose  of  the 
meeting  as  a discussion  of  the  first  proposal  of  the  drafting 
committee.  He  suggested  limiting  the  time  for  each  inter- 
vention to  three  minutes.  Prof.  DESCHNER  then  introduced  an 
"outline  for  a common  account"  and  emphasized  that  it  should 
not  be  read  as  a first  draft. 

In  the  discussion,  Prof.  ASHEIM  said  that  he  regretted  the 
omission  of  such  crucial  notions  as  the  second  coming  of  Christ 
and  the  judgment.  Prof.  KOYAMA  felt  that  there  was  not  enough 
discussion  in  the  outline  of  science  and  technology  and  that 
the  relationship  of  Christian  hope  to  culture  and  to  non- 
Christian  concepts  of  hope  should  have  received  more  attention. 
He  underlined  the  link  between  genuine  hope  and  genuine  des- 
pair. Prof.  ZIZIOULAS  would  have  liked  to  have  seen  more  em- 
phasis on  the  Church  and  on  the  evil  of  disunity.  Prof.  KLEIN 
drew  attention  to  the  nuance  between  the  French  words  "espoir" 
and  "esperance",  which  would  find  a parallel  in  the  distinction 
between  "securitas"  and  "certitudo". 

Dr  BERTRAM  said  that  the  outline  represented  a good  attempt  to 
overcome  the  false  antithesis  between  the  common  and  the  parti- 
cular by  stating  explictly  that  the  common  account  is  concrete 
and  particular,  also.  Protopresbyter  BOROVOY  proposed  that  the 
last  chapter  should  end  with  a strong  emphasis  on  the  Church's 
failure  to  be  the  sign  of  hope  because  of  its  disunity. 

Dr  M.M.  THOMAS  felt  that  the  particular  hopes  ought  to  be  the 
starting  point  of  the  document  and  that  the  style  and  character 
should  be  revised  so  as  to  become  less  abstract.  Archbishop 
AJAMIAN  felt  that  the  paper  should  deal  with  the  fact  that  many 
hopes  are  contradictory,  and  he  emphasized  the  importance  of 
mentioning  acts  of  solidarity  as  springing  from  Christian 
faith.  Rev.  MARGENFELD  said  that  the  document  should  communi- 
cate hope  rather  than  theology  of  hope  and  relate  itself  to 
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questions  people  are  really  asking.  Prof.  PEACOCKE  expressed 
the  conviction  that  the  positive  aspect  of  science  and  tech- 
nology ought  to  be  mentioned  in  the  paper.  Prof.  POPESCU  wished 
to  see  more  emphasis  on  the  personal  spiritual  dimension  of 
hope  and  on  the  link  between  Christian  and  non-Christian  forms 
of  hope.  Dr  CAMPI  felt  that  the  socio-political  context  of  the 
various  hopes  had  not  been  taken  into  consideration.  Dr  H.O. 
RUSSELL  emphasized  that  there  are  some  human  hopes  which  can- 
not be  fulfilled.  Prof.  PANNENBERG  suggested  that  examples  of 
the  suffering  of  Christians  in  specific  situations,  such  as  Ire- 
land, South  Africa  and  Lebanon,  should  be  included.  Frere  THURIAN 
said  that  there  should  be  more  emphasis  on  common  human  action 
integrated  with  the  emphasis  on  cross  and  resurrection;  he  also 
felt  that  it  should  be  made  explicit  that  Christian  hope  is  a 
gift  of  God. 

Dr  CROW  urged  the  retention  of  the  outline-style  of  the  docu- 
ment and  suggested  concentrating  on  the  relationship  between 
hope  and  unity.  Rev.  ARIARAJAH  said  that  there  was  unclarity 
about  the  addressee.  Rev.  DAUGHTRY  regretted  the  absence  of 
the  words "power"  and  "empowerment",  which  he  would  consider 
essential  next  to  faith,  hope  and  love.  Fr  KESHISHIAN  found 
the  outline  one-sided  because  of  the  eschatological  emphasis 
which  endangers  the  importance  of  the  incarnation;  he  also  felt 
that  the  role  of  living  martyrdom  in  the  Church  should  be  spel- 
led out  more  clearly.  Dr  SETILOANE  criticized  the  Christocentric 
emphasis  of  the  outline.  "This  denies  us  our  identity."  Hope  is 
rather  hope  in  God.  Prof.  SMGLIK  said  that  the  eschatological 
and  sacramental  reality  of  the  one  Church  should  permeate  the 
document  from  the  beginning,  in  order  to  establish  a clear  re- 
lationship with  the  work  on  unity.  Rev.  WAY  suggested  that  the 
document  should  reflect  the  style  of  living  together  in  this 
meeting  and  derive  clues  from  the  shared  experience.  Rev.  AKANDE 
said  that  there  should  be  concern  expressed  for  genuine  community 
of  women  and  men  in  view  of  the  worldwide  crisis  in  marital  re- 
lationships . 

Prof.  JUHASZ  said  that  the  witness  to  the  risen  Christ  should 
imply  the  witness  to  the  faith  as  the  way  of  hope.  Prof.  LAZARETH 
suggested  that  the  order  of  chapter  5 (life  in  hope)  and  6 (on 
the  Church)  be  reversed,  so  that  the  ecclesiology  would  be  linked 
with  the  Christology,  with  an  open-ended  conclusion  emphasizing 
dialogue  and  critical  solidarity.  Dr  MASAMBA  MA  MPOLO  felt  that 
the  document  had  to  address  concrete  issues  of  church  life  in 
a hopeful  way.  Rev.  JATHANNA  asked  whether  the  Church  could  not 
also  be  called  a channel  of  hope;  he  also  expressed  the  opinion 
that  the  theological  and  the  Chr istological  emphases  of  the  docu- 
ment should  be  held  in  better  balance.  The  session  was  adjourned. 

After  this  session,  a series  of  intercessory  prayers  began.  Each 

day  at  12.45  a brief  service  of  intercessory  prayer  was  based 

on  a particular  week  in  the  prayer  calendar  "For  All  God's  People". 

GIVING  ACCOUNT  GROUPS 

In  the  afternoon,  the  Commission  returned  to  the  ten  Giving 
Account  groups . 
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PLENARY  PANEL  DISCUSSION 


In  the  evening,  a plenary  panel  discussion  was  held  on  the  sub- 
ject of  science  and  faith.  Prof.  LAZARETH,  Moderator  of  the 
panel,  welcomed  the  panelists,  Dr  M.M.  THOMAS,  Prof.  MORREN , 
Prof.  PEACOCKE , and  Dr  SIDDHARTA.  Following  presentations  by 
each  panelist,  the  floor  was  opened  for  comments  and  questions 
from  the  Commission. 


Tuesday,  22  August 


Prof.  KOYAMA  led  a biblical  meditation  to  begin  the  day.  The 
Giving  Account  Groups  met  during  all  four  work  periods. 


Wednesday,  23  August 


The  day  began  with  the  celebration  of  the  Syrian  Orthodox 
Eucharistic  Liturgy  in  the  Chapel.  Several  bishops  of  the  Syrian 
Orthodox  Church  and  members  of  the  community  in  Bangalore  parti- 
cipated in  the  celebration.  Arrangements  had  been  made  by 
Metropolitan  Mar  OSTHATHIOS. 

PLENARY  SESSION 

At  the  beginning  of  the  session,  the  Moderator,  Prof.  NISSIOTIS, 
called  on  Mrs  ODUYOYE  to  say  a few  words  on  the  occasion  of  the 
death  of  Jomo  Kenyatta,  President  of  Kenya.  Mrs  Oduyoye ' s 
words  were  followed  by  a moment  of  silent  prayer. 

A telegramme  from  the  Patr iarch-Catholikos  of  Georgia,  Illja  I 
was  read. 

Growing  Together  Into  Unity 

Prof.  DESCHNER,  chairing  the  panel  on  GROWING  TOGETHER  INTO  UNITY, 
introduced  the  subject  by  speaking  briefly  on  the  unity  emphasis 
in  Faith  and  Order  work,  "its  classic,  continuing  vocation". 

The  fuller  understanding  of  unity  developed  during  the  last  de- 
cade was  brought  into  focus  at  the  Nairobi  Assembly.  Now  it  is 
time  to  give  further  substance  to  the  concept  of  conciliar 
fellowship,  concentrating  on  the  word  "fellowship"  and  its 
implications  with  regard  to  a common  confession  of  faith,  a wi- 
der sharing,  a review  of  ecumenical  commitments,  and  decisions 
on  baptism,  eucharist  and  the  ministry. 

The  meeting  was  then  addressed  by  the  panel  members,  Prof.  LOSSKY, 
Ms  HENDRICKSE , Dr  HOUTEPEN,  and  Dr  AMIRTHAM.  (1)  In  the  ensuing 
discussion.  Prof.  Raymond  BROWN  characterized  Dr  Houtepen's 
use  of  the  New  Testament  as  uncritical  and  selective,  suggesting 


(1)  For  full  text,  see  Sharing  in  One  Hope,  WCC,  Geneva  1979 
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that  there  is  more  than  one  concept  of  koinonia,  that  in  the 
Johannine  community  the  understanding  of  communion  was  a divisive 
point,  and  that  excommunication  on  doctrinal  grounds  is  not 
absent  from  the  New  Testament.  Frere  THURIAN  warned  against 
the  danger  of  constrasting  doctrine  and  common  destiny:  the  task 
is  precisely  to  unite  the  two  and  to  seek  a doctrinal  expression 
of  the  rediscovered  communion.  Rev.  TILLARD  also  objected  to 
a contrasting  of  doctrine  and  practice  and  emphasized  that 
schisms  had  always  been  related  to  the  understanding  of  aposto- 
lic preaching. 

Mrs  ODUYOYE  called  the  attention  of  Unity  Committee  II  to  the 
possibility  of  a "moratorium"  on  Western  theology,  emphasizing 
that  paternalistic  relations  with  world  confessional  families 
often  frustrated  the  theological  self-expression  of  the  younger 
churches : it  is  not  the  Church  in  Europe  but  the  whole  Church 
which  teaches  authoritatively.  Prof.  POPESCU  spoke  of  the  link 
between  the  local  church  and  the  eucharistic  community,  and 
especially  of  the  need  to  deepen  the  concept  of  eucharistic 
ecclesiology  in  order  to  include  dimensions  of  culture  and 
unity.  Metropolitan  OSTHATHIOS  underlined  the  comprehensive 
meaning  of  the  word  koinonia,  which  includes  koinonia  in  mate- 
rial goods;  he  quoted  the  Pauline  emphasis  on  sharing  material 
goods  before  coming  to  the  table. 

Responding  to  the  remarks  addressed  to  him.  Dr  HOUTEPEN  said  that 
his  paper  was  not  anti-doctrinal  but  intended  to  indicate  a 
hierarchy  between  "event"  and  "formulation";  he  also  stressed 
that  the  reaction  against  the  Gnostics  in  the  Johannine  epistles 
was  against  behaviour  as  much  as  against  doctrine. 

The  session  was  adjourned. 

UNITY  COMMITTEES 

The  five  Unity  Committees  met  during  both  working  periods  of 
Wednesday  afternoon. 


Thursday,  24  August 


Prof.  Raymond  BROWN  opened  the  day  with  a biblical  meditation 
on  Koinonia  from  the  Johannine  Epistles. 

The  morning  periods  were  spent  in  Unity  Committees. 

PLENARY  SESSION 

Vice-Moderator,  Rev.  ARIARAJAH,  in  the  chair,  defined  the  purpose 
of  the  session  as  the  discussion  of  the  first  draft  of  the  com- 
mon account  of  hope  and  called  on  Prof.  DESCHNER  to  introduce 
it.  Prof.  Deschner  read  the  entire  draft  and  gave  a brief 
sketch  of  the  intended  substance  of  the  last  chapter,  which 
had  net  been  included  yet  for  reasons  of  time. 

In  the  discussion,  Protopresbyter  BOROVOY  said  that  he  missed 
the  reference  to  salvation  as  the  final  goal  and  as  the  substance 
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of  God's  "yes"  to  the  world;  he  also  expressed  the  wish  that  the 
paper  should  speak  of  the  sinfulness  of  Christendom,  Christians 
or  historical  churches  rather  than  of  the  sinfulness  of  the 
Church.  Dr  HAM  questioned  the  statement  that  the  oppressors 
and  the  oppressed  must  both  repent.  Prof.  LOCHMAN  regretted 
the  lack  of  reference  to  the  coming  Kingdom  and  its  righteous- 
ness, which  should  become  a dimension  of  the  whole  paper. 

Fr  DUPREY  would  like  to  see  the  eucharist  defined  as  the  food 
of  the  world  to  come;  he,  too,  preferred  to  speak  of  the  sin- 
ful condition  of  the  churches  rather  than  the  Church.  Metro- 
politan OSTHATHIOS  emphasized  that  the  expression  "one's  hope 
becomes  the  other's  despair"  could  refer  only  to  material  hope 
and  despair.  Prof.  RAYAN  said  he  wanted  to  widen  the  Christo- 
logical  horizon  of  the  doxology  by  speaking  consistently  of 
God  and  to  sharpen  the  language  where  the  paper  speaks  of  the 
hunger  for  justice.  Ms  HENDRICKSE  reminded  the  meeting  of  the 
address  of  Government  Minister  Fernandes  and  its  challenge  to 
concrete  action.  Metropolitan  DAMASKINOS  felt  that  the  struggle 
for  unity  had  to  figure  more  prominently  in  the  paper.  Prof. 
KLEIN  asked  for  more  explicit  emphasis  on  the  last  judgment  as 
the  re-establishing  of  just  relations.  Prof.  McAFEE  BROWN  urged 
the  drafting  committee  to  retain  the  basic  virtues  of  the  paper, 
among  which  he  listed  the  honesty  about  the  Church  and  the  re- 
luctance to  suggest  a cheap  and  easy  victory.  Prof.  OGAWA  asked 
for-  the  inclusion  of  a brief  historical  description  of  the  change 
of  climate  in  the  thinking  about  hope,  in  order  to  explain  the 
link  between  hope  and  suffering.  Rev.  D'ARCY  WOOD  felt  that 
the  words  "slavery"  and  "victims"  were  used  too  generally  and 
that  the  verbs  to  indicate  the  "dawn  of  the  new  age"  put  too 
much  emphasis  on  rationality.  Frere  THURIAN  said  that  the 
active  and  actual  force  of  the  death  and  resurrection  had  to 
be  stated  more  clearly  and  that  the  actual  presence  of  Christ 
amid  the  poor  and  oppressed  was  missing  in  the  doxology.  Arch- 
bishop AJAMIAN  felt  that  the  section  on  the  Church  was  too 
pessimistic:  the  Church  is  in  difficulty  only  because  human  be- 
ings do  not  fulfill  their  duty.  In  this  connection  Prof.  Ray- 
mond BROWN  suggested  speaking  first  of  the  New  Testament  con- 
ception of  the  Church  as  the  Body  of  Christ  and  then  about  its 
present  condition.  Prof.  SIDJABAT  said  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  churches  in  an  Islamic  context  to  speak  of  human  be- 
ings as  co-workers  with  God. 

Prof.  JUHASZ  said  that  the  real  presence  of  the  risen  Lord  had 
to  be  stated  more  clearly  and  that  the  existence  of  human  hopes 
would  be  impossible  without  the  preaching  of  the  Gospel.  Dr 
LARA-BRAUD  urged  more  explicit  reference  to  evangelization  and 
the  continuing  obligation  to  proclaim  the  Gospel.  Dr  RICCA 
found  a basic  political  weakness  in  the  paper,  which  he  called 
" inter-classist" . He  felt  that  the  cries  of  despair  and  the 
hunger  for  bread  before  justice  had  to  be  made  explicit  and  that 
bearers  of  secular  hope,  such  as  the  workers'  movement  and  the 
women's  movement,  had  to  be  mentioned.  Dr  MARTIN  said  the  paper 
was  too  balanced  and  that  it  neutralized  tensions  too  much. 

Dr  Letty  RUSSELL  suggested  telling  the  story  behind  the  writing 
of  the  paper:  that  it  is  being  written  because  we  cannot  yet 
give  a common  account  of  faith.  Then  it  will  become  clear  that 
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there  is  a cry  for  unity  behind  it.  Referring  to  the  religion 
of  the  African  slaves  who  were  taken  to  the  United  States, 

Rev.  DAUGHTRY  suggested  the  use  of  the  line,  "There  is  a balm 
in  Gilead"  as  the  opening  sentence  in  the  paper.  Prof.  LAZARETH 
urged  more  specificity  in  the  paper,  especially  where  it  speaks 
of  the  struggle  for  dignity  and  of  the  reasons  to  act  purpose- 
fully. Prof.  NISSIOTIS  found  the  reference  to  the  Holy  Spirit 
too  nominal  and  said  that  a more  creative  approach  would  be 
needed  on  this  point.  Prof.  HINSON  spoke  of  several  signs  of 
hope  among  Southern  Baptist  churches  in  the  United  States, 
where  increasing  attention  to  world  poverty  and  human  rights 
could  be  noted.  Prof.  ASHEIM  warned  against  the  danger  of 
repeating  the  "burning  issues"  too  often.  Prof.  PERSSON  regret- 
ted the  disappearance  of  the  Jesus  of  history;  it  is  precisely 
the  history  of  his  cross  and  resurrection  which  provides  a 
pattern  to  interpret  our  existence.  Addressing  himself  to  the 
reception  of  the  document,  Dr  WEST  urged  that  all  participants 
in  the  meeting  sign  it  personally. 

Dr  MARASCHIN  encouraged  more  explicit  reference  to  concrete 
injustices  and  causes  of  hunger.  Rev.  WAY  pleaded  for  simplici- 
ty and  honesty  and  suggested  beginning  with  an  epistle  from  the 
participants  of  the  meeting.  Dr  MULLER- FAHRENHOLZ  agreed  with 
Prof.  Asheim  on  the  danger  of  overloading  the  paper  with  re- 
ferences to  problems,  and  he  drew  attention  to  a pervasive 
escapism  in  many  churches.  Dr  CAMPI  regretted  the  lack  of  re- 
ference to  neocolonialism,  imperialism  and  the  manipulation  be- 
hind science  and  technology;  he  also  felt  that  the  Church  should 
be  spoken  of  as  the  crucible  where  a new  humanity  is  formed. 

Fr  KESHISHIAN  said  that  God's  "yes"  implies  God's  "no"  to  the 
injustice  in  the  world,  which  is  the  paradox  of  the  Christ- 
event;  he  also  felt  that  Christ  should  be  referred  to  as  the 
incarnate  God  rather  than  the  faithful  witness  to  God. 

Dr  TADROS  stressed  the  urgency  of  peace  in  the  Middle  East. 

Fr  HERVOUET  urged  ecumenical  action  against  torture  as  an  ex- 
pression of  hope. 

In  a brief  reply  to  the  suggestions  and  contributions.  Prof. 
DESCHNER  noted  considerable  support  for  the  direction  of  the 
draft.  He  said  that  special  attention  would  be  given  to  Dr 
Letty  RUSSELL's  suggestion,  and  he  called  upon  participants  to 
provide  written  suggestions  for  the  improvements  of  style. 

The  session  was  adjourned. 


Friday,  25  August 


After  worship,  the  Unity  Committees  spent  two  periods  working 
on  their  subjects.  After  lunch,  the  Commission  enjoyed  a sight- 
seeing and  shopping  excursion  into  Bangalore,  followed  by  a 
Public  Celebration  in  the  Town  Hall,  where  the  Commission  re- 
ceived the  greeting  of  His  Excellency  Sri  Govind  Narayan, 
Governor  of  Karnataka.  Four  members  of  the  Commission,  Mrs 
Mercy  Oduyoye,  Rev.  Kelly  Miller  Smith,  Fr  Pierre  Duprey,  and 
Archbishop  Shahe  Ajamian,  addressed  the  audience. 
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Saturday,  26  August 


Dr  SETILOANE  offered  a biblical  meditation. 

PLENARY  SESSION 

Growing  Together  Into  Unity:  First  Reports 

The  Moderator,  Prof.  NISSIOTIS,  described  the  purpose  of  the 
session  as  an  effort  to  take  stock  of  the  work  of  the  Unity 
Committees  thus  far  and  called  upon  Rev.  CRESSEY  to  present  a 
draft  framework  for  integrating  the  themes  of  the  committees. 

Rev.  Cressey's  proposal  stressed  the  connection  between  the  unity 
theme  and  the  hope  theme  and  demonstrated  the  interrelatedness 
of  the  work  of  the  five  committees. 

The  Moderator  then  called  on  the  committees  to  present  pro- 
visional reports  on  their  work.  After  these  presentations,  the 
Commission  returned  to  committees  for  the  rest  of  the  morning. 

In  the  afternoon,  the  Commission  participated  in  the  Eucharistic 
liturgy  of  the  Church  of  South  India,  led  by  Dr  E.C.  JOHN. 

Bishop  Samuel,  Moderator  of  the  Church  of  South  India,  offered 
the  sermon. 


Sunday,  27  August 


Members  of  the  Commission  shared  in  the  worship  services  of  con- 
gregations in  and  around  Bangalore.  In  the  afternoon,  the  Com- 
mission participated  in  a reception  at  the  United  Theological 
College,  highlighted  by  the  presentation  of  the  volume  "A 
Vision  for  Man"  in  honour  of  Dr  J.  Russell  Chandran,  Princi- 
pal of  the  United  Theological  College,  on  the  occasion  of  his 
Shastiabdapoorthi  celebration. 


Monday,  28  August 


The  Commission  worshipped  in  Unity  Committees,  which  met  through 
the  morning. 

PLENARY  SESSION 

Vice-Moderator,  Mrs  MAHONEY,  in  the  chair,  called  on  Prof. 
DESCHNER  to  present  the  second  draft  of  the  common  account  of 
hope.  Prof.  Deschner  read  the  draft  and  announced  that  a 
covering  letter  would  be  prepared  which  would  explain  the  his- 
tory of  the  project  and  say  more  about  the  "we"  and  the  addres- 
sees. He  urged  that  proposals  for  revision  be  submitted  in 
writing . 

In  the  discussion.  Rev.  POWERS  expressed  appreciation  for  the 
last  section  and  called  attention  to  an  unclear  point,  where  it 
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was  not  explicit  with  whom  God  has  taken  sides.  Protopresbyter 
BOROVOY  said  that  a distinction  should  not  be  made  between  "we" 
and  "the  churches";  he  also  repeated  that  God's  "yes"  is  a 
"yes"  for  the  salvation  of  the  world,  rather  than  to  the  world. 

Dr  GASSMANN  said  that  the  presence  of  Christ  in  the  poor  should 
not  be  isolated  from  the  other  modes  of  presence.  Dr  HAM  re- 
gretted the  link  between  aspirations  and  judgment  in  section  III. 
Prof.  LOCHMAN  felt  that  the  ultimate  challenge  to  hope,  namely 
death  and  its  threat,  should  be  emphasized  much  more  strongly. 
Prof.  POPESCU  stressed  that  hope  should  be  linked  more  expli- 
citly to  the  efforts  to  establish  a new  economic  order.  Prof. 
HINSON  suggested  that,  in  the  section  on  risks,  the  risk  of 
ambivalence  concerning  choices  and  actions  be  added. 

Dr  MARTIN  expressed  disagreement  with  the  link  between  self- 
criticism  and  humour:  self-criticism  should  be  a much  more 
serious  thing.  Prof.  WAINWRIGHT  felt  that  the  "we"  of  the  com- 
mon account  should  be  made  clear  in  the  text  itself,  and  he 
welcomed  Prof.  Lochman's  emphasis  on  the  eschatological  dimension. 
Prof.  ASHEIM  regretted  the  absence  of  any  mention  of  guilt  and 
of  the  problem  of  a misused  life.  Prof.  PANNENBERG  said  that 
the  document  lacked  deep  Christian  spirituality,  since  it  does 
not  become  explicit  about  the  critical  distance  between  Chris- 
tian hope  and  all  human  and  worldly  hopes;  he  feared  that 
consciousness  of  sin  had  been  replaced  in  the  paper  by  a moral- 
ism  of  black  versus  white  and  poor  versus  rich.  Prof.  McAFEE 
BROWN  suggested  the  reversal  of  chapters  IV  and  V and  asked  for 
a declaration  from  the  drafting  committee  concerning  the  use 
of  sexist  language.  Dr  WEST  joined  with  those  who  had  called 
attention  to  the  lack  of  focus  on  ultimate  hope  and  added  that 
the  "we"  in  the  paper  tended  to  become  impersonal:  it  might 
be  better  to  speak  of  "each  of  us"  instead  of  "all  Christians". 
Prof.  SMOLIK  wanted  to  see  more  emphasis  on  the  fact  that  hope 
for  the  renewal  of  the  Church  is  perhaps  the  most  difficult 
spiritual  task;  he,  too,  felt  that  the  problem  of  death  should 
be  more  elaborated,  in  the  broader  context  of  the  parous ia. 

Dr  KUHN  felt  that  the  mission  of  the  Church  to  help  people 
find  faith  in  Christ  should  be  stressed  more  strongly. 

Prof.  LAZARETH  judged  the  treatment  of  the  doctrine  of  sin  to 
be  too  shallow  and  felt  that  there  was  too  much  triumphalism 
in  the  social  ethics  of  the  paper:  it  is  precisely  the  righteous- 
ness of  humanity  which  is  judged.  Rev.  MARGENFELD  said  that 
next  to  sin  and  judgment  one  also  had  to  take  seriously  creation, 
image  of  God,  joy,  and  hope  in  humility.  Prof.  KONIDARIS  felt 
that  the  document  should  contain  a strong  word  to  the  powerful 
with  respect  to  their  responsibility.  Mrs  TANNER  repeated  an 
earlier  suggestion  to  include  the  story  of  the  account  in  the 
text  rather  than  in  a covering  letter.  In  response  to  this  last 
suggestion,  Prof.  DESCHNER  said  that  the  covering  letter  might 
be  integrated  into  chapter  2,  where  the  "we"  of  the  paper  could 
be  explained. 
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Procedural  Questions 


Dr  VISCHER  clarified  the  procedure  for  the  plenary  sessions 
on  the  remaining  days.  There  would  be  hearings  on  the  Giving 
Account  Group  reports  and  on  the  reports  from  the  Unity  Com- 
mittees. All  reports,  together  with  the  summary  of  the  plenary 
discussion,  would  be  transmitted  to  the  Standing  Commission  and 
the  Secretariat  for  further  editorial  work.  Prof.  WRIGHT  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  the  procedure  of  editing  would  be  care- 
fully explained  to  future  readers  of  the  documents  and  that 
the  names  of  those  responsible  for  the  particular  Giving  Ac- 
count Group  reports  would  be  mentioned  explicitly. 

Replying  to  a question  from  Dr  BERTRAM,  Dr  VISCHER  said  that  a 
telegramme  had  been  prepared  for  Pope  John  Paul  I on  the  oc- 
casion of  his  election  and  that  this  had  been  approved  by  the 
Standing  Commission.  He  read  the  text  to  the  meeting,  (see 
Appendix  B of  these  Minutes) 

The  plenary  session  was  adjourned.  In  the  evening,  the  Commis- 
sion enjoyed  a programme  of  traditional  Indian  dance. 


Tuesday,  29  August 


The  Commission  participated  in  a service  of  worship  prepared  and 
led  by  the  youth  consultants . 

PLENARY  SESSION 

Growing  Together  Into  Unity:  Final  Reports 

Vice-Moderator,  Rev.  ARIARAJAH , in  the  chair,  called  on  Dr 
VISCHER  to  introduce  the  discussion.  Dr  Vischer  emphasized 
that  the  main  purpose  of  the  plenary  hearing  was  to  establish 
programme  priorities  for  the  coming  years;  it  would  therefore 
be  necessary  to  concentrate  on  the  recommendations  of  the 
committees . The  committee  reports  and  the  record  of  the  ple- 
nary discussion  would  be  transmitted  to  the  Standing  Commis- 
sion. 

Rev.  CRESSEY  presented  the  second  draft  of  a framework  for  the 
Unity  Committees.  The  Moderator  asked  the  meeting  to  adopt 
the  section  commending  the  prayer  calendar,  since  there  would 
not  be  opportunity  for  revision.  The  meeting  adopted  the  sec- 
tion . 

Committee  I:  The  Meaning  of  Conciliar  Fellowship 

The  Moderator  of  Commission  I,  Dr  GASSMANN,  introduced  the 
report,  explained  its  structure  and  general  content,  and  read 
the  recommendations . Fr  TILLARD  remarked  that  the  approach  to 
unity  by  intermediate  steps  needs  to  be  clarified  on  a theo- 
logical-doctrinal plane.  Frere  THURIAN  said  that  the  Church 
should  not  be  called  an  "effective  sign":  this  is  a term  from 
sacramental  theology  which,  when  used  for  the  Church,  overlooks 
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the  fact  that  the  Church  is  not  always  and  everywhere  effective. 
Mr  CONWAY  found  the  experiences  of  national  councils  of  churches 
undervalued  in  the  report;  there  should  be  more  attention  to  the 
life  and  health  of  the  councils,  and  all  churches  should  consi- 
der where  they  stand  in  relation  to  them.  Rev.  ARIARAJAH  called 
attention  to  the  question  of  the  relationship  between  all  the 
different  efforts  at  unity  and  the  work  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission.  Dr  WEST  noted  that  the  word  "council"  could  also 
be  used  for  a gathering  of  the  local  church  and  that  the  local 
church  could  also  be  seen  as  a council  and  as  a conciliar 
fellowship.  Prof.  NAGY  recommended  the  study  of  different  forms 
and  methods  of  working  for  unity,  as  well  as  of  the  differences 
between  regions  in  this  repsect;  he  stressed  the  importance  of 
contact  between  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  and  regional 
councils  of  churches.  Prof.  KONIDARIS  urged  interpreting  the 
term  "conciliar  fellowship"  to  mean  a local  episcopal  church 
linked  with  other  episcopal  churches. 

Sub-committee  IV  A:  The  One  Church  as  a Community  of  Women 

and  Men 


Dr  Letty  RUSSELL  introduced  the  report  of  Sub-committee  iv  A, 
drawing  attention  to  the  last  page  of  the  report  of  Giving  Ac- 
count Group  8,  which  contained  recommendations  to  be  included 
here.  She  underlined  the  importance  of  the  section  on  regional 
planning  and  then  read  the  recommendations. 

In  the  discussion,  Prof.  WAINWRIGHT  expressed  dissatisfaction 
with  the  implied  trinitarian  doctrine  of  the  formulation  on 
page  3,  since  there  was  no  indication  of  the  mutual  relatedness 
of  the  three  persons.  Rev.  JATHANNA  urged  references  to  children 
and  to  religious  communities . Referring  to  what  was  said  in 
the  report  about  masculine  terminology,  Rev.  DAUGHTRY  said  that 
the  same  things  applied  to  the  use  of  the  word  "black".  Proto- 
presbyter BOROVOY  stressed  that  the  recommended  set  of  ten  books 
should  contain  different  approaches;  he  also  warned  against 
changing  the  text  of  the  Bible  for  anti-discriminatory  pur- 
poses, and  he  questioned  whether  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 
could  afford  to  implement  all  of  the  recommendations  made. 

Prof.  LOSSKY  felt  that  the  overall  emphasis  of  the  report  on 
community  was  in  line  with  eucharistic  theology.  Metropolitan 
OSTHATHIOS  urged  that  the  whole  community  of  men,  women  and 
children  be  studied  in  relation  to  the  perichoresis  of  the 
Trinity;  because  of  this  relationship,  he  felt  that  sexism  is 
a problem  different  from  racism.  Dr  KUHN  said  that  the  deeper 
meaning  of  the  masculine  language  in  the  Bible  needed  to  be 
uncovered,  as  well  as  the  meaning  of  the  feminine  attributions 
of  God.  Prof.  WRIGHT  said  that  he  understood  the  elimination 
of  masculine  language  in  the  Bible  to  refer  to  alternative 
translations  rather  than  to  changes  in  the  text  itself. 

Sub-committee  IV  C:  Dialogue  with  People  of  Other  Living  Faiths 

and  Ideologies 

Mr  CONWAY  read  the  main  parts  of  the  report  of  Committee  IV  C. 
Referring  to  the  title  of  the  report.  Dr  SETILOANE  said  "other 
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faiths"  would  be  better  than  "living  faiths";  he  found  the  paper 
lacking  in  references  to  Africa  and  its  traditional  faiths. 

Prof.  SIDJABAT  said  that  the  danger  of  syncretism  and  relativism 
had  not  been  seen  sufficiently.  He  further  underlined  the  point 
made  by  Dr  Setiloane  about  the  traditional  faiths.  Dr  FLESSEMAN- 
VAN  LEER  asked  for  insertion  of  the  problem  of  the  relation  of 
the  Old  and  New  Testaments  in  comparison  with  other  sacred  wri- 
tings. Fr  TILLARD  recommended  a serious  analysis  of  the  way 
in  which  certain  biblical  traditions  had  accepted  a culture 
without  falling  victim  to  it,  and  he  urged  further  study  of  prac- 
tical principles  to  guide  dialogues,  in  order  to  be  able  to 
safeguard  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission's  commitment  to  unity. 

Dr  BERTRAM  expressed  doubts  about  the  word  "faith"  in  connection 
with  non-Christian  religions;  he  also  felt  that  anti-religious 
movements  had  to  be  taken  into  account  and  that  the  singularity 
of  Christian- Jewish  relationships  had  to  be  stressed.  Rev. 
ARIARAJAH  warned  against  a possible  adverse  emotional  effect 
cf  such  words  as  "boundaries",  "truth  and  error",  etc. 

Responding  to  various  questions,  Mr  CONWAY  pointed  to  the  de- 
licacy of  the  terminology  , on  which  no  full  agreement  had  been 
reached  in  the  committee;  he  preferred  not  to  mix  the  problem 
raised  by  Dr  Flesseman-van  Leer  with  the  problem  of  other  sacred 
writings.  Speaking  as  a member  of  the  committee.  Rev.  ARIARAJAH 
said  that  the  possibility  mentioned  by  Dr  Flesseman-van  Leer  had 
not  been  completely  ruled  out  by  the  committee.  Mrs  ODUYOYE 
called  attention  to  the  efforts  of  UNESCO  to  commit  some  of  the 
oral  traditions  of  African  religion  to  writing.  Rev.  JATHANNA, 
in  response  to  Rev.  Ariarajah,  said  that  truth  had  to  be  taken 
very  seriously  in  dialogue,  especially  in  a Hindu  context. 

Prof.  PANNENBERG  wished  to  see  more  emphasis  on  the  prominent 
places  of  Judaism  and  Islam,  since  Christianity  shares  the  Old 
Testament  with  those  faiths. 

Sub-committee  IV  3:  The  Unity  of  the  Church  and  Inter-Church  Aid 

The  report  of  Sub-committee  IV  B was  introduced  by  Dr  JOHN,  who 
indicated  its  main  lines  and  read  the  recommendations.  Dr  CROW 
commented  on  the  importance  of  placing  inter-church  aid  on  the 
Faith  and  Order  agenda  in  order  to  achieve  greater  conscious- 
ness of  the  impact  of  aid  on  the  unity  of  humankind.  He  en- 
couraged the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  to  engage  in  reflection 
about  the  "models  for  sharing  beyond  material  resources"  in 
direct  contact  with  CICARWS.  Dr  JOSEPH  emphasized  the  impor- 
tance of  inter-church  exchange  and  visitation. 

Committee  V:  New  Ecumenical  Experiences  and  Existing  Ecumenical 

Structures 


Rev.  POWERS  introduced  the  report  cf  Committee  V,  highlighting 
the  main  points  and  reading  the  recommendations.  Fr  BEAUPERE 
said  that  it  would  be  better  to  speak  of  "interchurch  marriages 
than  of  ’’ mixed  marriages"  and  that  the  Faith  and  Order  Commis- 
sion should  be  in  contact  with  the  related  movements  in  many 
countries.  Protopresbyter  BOROVOY  warned  against  changing  the 
basic  character  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  through 
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attention  to  new  ecumenical  experiences.  With  reference  to  the 
nature  of  councils,  Mr  CONWAY  said  that  closer  cooperation  had 
to  be  developed  between  councils  and  union  negotiations  at  all 
levels.  In  connection  with  the  recommendation  to  include  con- 
sensus statements  in  educational  material.  Prof.  WRIGHT  said 
that  there  was  some  question  about  the  degree  of  consensus  re- 
presented in  some  of  the  statements.  Dr  MAMPILA  said  that  in 
Africa,  in  particular,  councils  of  churches  are  an  imperfect 
expression  of  church  unity  and  that  the  crisis  there  is  due  to 
the  lack  of  ecclesiological  reflection. 

Committee  II;  Towards  Communion  in  One  Faith 

Committee  III:  Growing  Together  into  Eucharistic  Fellowship 

The  reports  of  Committees  II  and  III  were  then  taken  together 
for  the  discussion.  Dr  WAGNER  read  the  report  of  Committee  II, 
which  consisted  of  two  sections.  Prof.  WAINWRIGHT  indicated 
the  main  lines  of  the  report  of  Committee  III  and  read  its  re- 
commendations . 

Fr  TILLARD  said  that  the  first  section  of  the  report  of  Commit- 
tee II  raised  a basic  question  and  seemed  to  ignore  achievements 
already  made  in  ecumenical  discussions.  The  inability  of  some 
members  to  accept  the  early  Christian  creeds  as  authoritative 
could  imply  a return  to  the  sterile  quarrel  about  Scripture 
and  Tradition.  Prof.  NISSIOTIS,  responding  as  chairman  of 
Committee  II,  said  that  the  question  had  been  the  major  diffi- 
culty in  the  discussion.  He  emphasized,  however,  that  the  prob- 
lem had  arisen  from  a new  perspective:  there  were  certain  mem- 
bers who  felt  that  "apostolic  faith"  was  sufficient  but  that  the 
early  creeds  reflected  a culture  different  from  their  own. 
Referring  to  the  second  part  of  the  report  of  Committee  II, 

Dr  STAM  said  that  there  was  too  much  emphasis  on  the  intra- 
ecclesial  meaning  of  plurality  and  dialogue.  One  should  not 
forget  the  question  of  credibility  of  the  Church  in  relation 
to  the  society  in  which  it  lives:  there  is  a difference  be- 
tween credibility  to  the  upper  class  and  to  the  lower  class. 
Protopresbyter  BOROVOY  said  that  he  was  discouraged  and  dis- 
turbed by  the  common  statement  of  faith  because  other  ecumeni- 
cal statements  had  already  gone  much  further.  Pie  particularly 
regretted  the  lack  of  adequate  reference  to  the  Church.  With 
regard  to  the  section  on  authoritative  teaching,  he  felt  that 
the  special  responsibility  of  the  ministry  should  have  been 
mentioned  more  clearly.  Prof.  SMOLIK  urged  that  the  herme- 
neutical dimension  of  the  problem  of  authority  be  taken  into 
consideration  also,  namely  the  existence  of  different  inter- 
pretations of  the  Bible:  how  can  the  biblical  truth  be  ac- 
cepted unanimously? 

Prof.  LAZARETH  said  that  the  difference  in  status  between  the 
statement  of  faith  and  the  common  account  of  hope  ought  to  be 
made  very  clear.  In  the  statement  of  faith  he  missed  a trini- 
tarian catholicity,  since  creation,  providence  and  the  Spirit's 
activity  outside  the  Church  had  received  too  little  attention. 

He  welcomed  the  recommendation  of  Committee  III  to  give  pri- 
ority to  the  question  of  the  revised  agreed  statements  in  the 
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next  meeting.  Frere  Thurian  called  attention  to  the  false  dichot- 
omy between  Scripture  and  Tradition,  which  seemed  to  appear  in  the  I 
common  statement  of  faith  from  Committee  II.  He  also  indicated 
that  the  references  to  the  ministry  in  the  report  of  Committee  II 
represented  less  than  the  already  achieved  consensus  since  it  was 
not  emphasized  that  the  ministry  is  also  set  over  and  against  the 
community.  Mr  CONWAY  warned  against  the  danger  of  seeing  "episcope" 
only  in  its  inner-church  aspect  and  not  also  in  its  missionary 
aspect.  Ms  HENDRICKSE  said  that  Jesus  should  be  called  truly  human 
rather  than  truly  "man",  and  that  the  Holy  Spirit  should  not  neces- 
sarily be  referred  to  as  "he". 

Dr  VISCHER  observed  that  the  attempt  at  a common  confession  of 
faith  in  Committee  II  had  brought  out  the  problems  to  be  faced 
in  a very  sharp  way,  which  is  a distinct  merit.  He  also  em- 
phasized that  the  work  of  Committees  II  and  III  together  should 
become  a priority  in  the  coming  period,  adding  that  the  ques- 
tion of  reception  had  remained  somewhat  underdeveloped  in  these 
two  reports.  Dr  BERTRAM  also  felt  that  the  work  of  Committees 
II  and  III  should  issue  into  a single  committee;  he  stressed 
the  importance  of  making  oneself  vulnerable  by  citing  the 
Scriptures,  rather  than  making  oneself  invulnerable  by  ap- 
pealing to  "Scripture  and  Tradition".  Fr  HOPKO  proposed  an 
analysis  of  the  actual  practices  of  the  churches  with  regard  to 
baptism,  eucharist  and  ministry,  and  asked  whether  it  was  cer- 
tain that  this  would  become  a priority  in  1981.  Prof.  KONIDARIS 
emphasized  that  the  important  point  was  the  establishment  of 
the  New  Testament  canon  by  the  Church,  to  which  the  traditional 
creeds  were  closely  connected.  The  question  of  the  place  of 
the  Church  in  relation  to  tradition  should  be  brought  to  matu- 
rity in  the  ecumenical  movement. 

Prof.  OEYEN  said  that  mention  of  the  sacraments  in  the  common 
statement  of  faith  should  be  further  expanded;  he  also  consid- 
ered the  eschatological  aspect  to  be  underdeveloped.  Prof. 

WRIGHT  returned  to  the  recommendation  to  give  priority  to  the 
revised  agreed  statements  in  the  next  meeting,  adding  that  other 
topics  should  be  subsumed  under  it.  He  requested  that  some  as- 
surance be  given  on  this  point,  as  it  is  tte  plenary  commission 
which  initiates  the  programme.  The  Moderator  said  that  all 
wishes  would  be  recorded,  considered  and  shared  with  the  Stand- 
ing Commission.  Rev.  KUMI  said  that  the  work  on  the  agreed 
statements  should  become  a priority  in  the  life  and  action  of 
the  churches  in  preparation  for  the  next  meeting. 

Dr  GASSMANN  said  that  he  considered  the  common  statement  of 
faith  as  a major  step  and  asked  whether  it  could  not  be  placed 
alongside  the  agreed  statements  as  a preamble.  He  also  sug- 
gested that  it  be  published  together  with  the  common  account 
of  hope,  since  these  two  statements  are,  in  a sense,  comple- 
mentary. Prof.  PANNENBERG,  speaking  as  a member  of  Committee  II, 
explained  that  the  expansion  of  mere  ecclesiological  reflection 
into  trinitarian  and  Chr istological  doctrine  was  an  important 
step  and  that  the  objections  to  the  early  creeds  had  only  been 
objections  to  formal  recognition. 

Dr  KUHN  asked  whether  churches  could  still  react  to  Faith  and 
Order  Paper  84  after  the  announced  deadline  of  December  1978. 

In  reply,  Dr  VISCHER  said  that  answers  would  be  welcome  until 
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July  1,  1979,  since  the  major  work  would  take  place  between 
the  next  meeting  of  the  Standing  Commission  and  its  following 
meeting.  With  regard  to  the  question  of  priority,  he  said  that 
the  matter  would  receive  central  attention  in  the  coming  years 
and  would  inevitably  be  the  main  agenda  item  at  the  next  meet- 
ing. There  should,  however,  be  some  freedom  for  the  Standing 
Commission  to  relate  this  priority  to  other  concerns  and  re- 
commendations. Dr  Vischer  warned  that  the  meeting  of  1981  could 
only  be  announced  "sub  conditione  Jacobaea"  enlarged  by  finan- 
cial considerations. 

The  Moderator  concluded  that  the  reports  of  the  Unity  Committees 
were  received  by  the  plenary  commission. 

Giving  Account  of  the  Hope:  Group  Reports 

The  chair  was  taken  by  Prof.  NISSIOTIS  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Giving  Account  Group  reports.  Introducing  the  discussion. 

Dr  VISCHER  explained  that  the  reports  could  not  carry  more  than 
the  authority  of  the  members  of  the  group  concerned.  He  sug- 
gested, however,  that  a special  status  be  given  to  the  reports 
of  Groups  7 and  9 ("Faith  and  Science"  and  "Ultimate  Hope") 
which  could  probably  be  received  in  their  present  form.  The 
report  of  Group  8 ("The  Community  of  Women  and  Men")  also  has 
a special  character:  it  should  be  used  in  the  framework  of  the 
study  on  the  Community  of  Women  and  Men  in  the  Church.  The 
seven  other  group  reports  were  all  addressed  to  some  partner. 

Dr  Vischer  suggested  that  they  should  be  used  by  the  Secretariat 
in  correspondence  with  these  partners  as  an  expression  of  the 
desire  to  maintain  contact.  These  reports  could  be  communica- 
ted together  with  the  papers  to  which  they  respond,  with  a 
covering  letter  explaining  the  process. 

Dr  MARTIN  said  that  the  report  of  Group  10  ("Youth")  had  no 
particular  addressee,  being  addressed  to  "the  young"  in  gene- 
ral. Prof.  PANNENBERG  said  that  there  should  be  some  reception 
of  all  these  reports  by  the  plenary  meeting.  Fr  HOPKO  said  that 
it  would  be  important  to  mention  the  individual  names  of  those 
involved  in  the  reports,  adding  that  he  wished  to  dissociate 
himself  from  the  report  of  Group  5 (response  to  accounts  from 
North  America) . The  Moderator  then  reported  that  he  had  re- 
ceived a letter  from  25  Commission  members  who  strongly  objected 
to  this  report.  Rev.  ARIARAJAH  said  that  the  Standing  Commission, 
in  preparing  the  meeting,  had  intended  for  the  process  to  re- 
veal how  hopes  of  various  groups  and  situations  are  mutually 
received  or  rejected;  it  is  important  to  see  how  people  react 
to  each  other,  and  the  various  reports  are  examples  of  these 
reactions.  Dr  CROW  remarked  that  any  communication  from  this 
meeting  would,  in  fact,  carry  the  weight  of  the  whole  Commis- 
sion; he  felt  that  it  would  be  quite  legitimate  to  deal  with 
the  report  of  Group  5 in  a particular  way.  Metropolitan 
OSTHATHIOS  said  that  it  would  be  sufficient  to  add  a note  ex- 
plaining that  the  Commission  was  not  unanimously  agreed  to  the 
content  of  the  report  of  Group  5 . 
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Prof.  LAZARETH  then  recommended  that  the  report  of  Group  5 be 
received  as  information  for  appropriate  action,  referring  to  Dr 
Vischer's  suggestion  about  possible  action.  Prof.  McAFEE  BROWN 
said  that  it  would  be  possible  to  distinguish  clearly  between  a 
message  of  the  whole  Commission  and  a product  of  a limited  group. 

He  explained  the  pastoral  and  affirmative  intention  of  the  report 
of  Group  5 and  emphasized  that  it  was  addressed  to  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission  of  the  National  Council  of  Churches  of  Christ  in 
the  USA,  which  can  deal  with  it  as  it  sees  fit.  He  added  that  this 
kind  of  effort  belonged  to  the  risk  of  dialogue  and  that  the 
meeting  should  resist  the  temptation  to  "prophesy  only  smooth 
things " . 


The  Moderator  reminded  the  Commission  that  the  debate  was  on 
procedure,  not  content,  adding  that  those  members  of  a particu- 
lar group  who  did  not  feel  themselves  represented  in  its  report 
had  a right  to  withdraw.  In  the  following  discussion,  it  was 
established  that  the  letter  of  the  25  Commission  members  was  not 
generally  known  in  the  meeting  and  that  the  plenary  desired  it 
to  be  read.  The  Moderator  then  read  the  letter,  which  protested 
against  the  caricature  of  American  society  contained  in  the  report 
of  Group  5 . 

Protopresbyter  BOROVOY  said  that  Prof.  Lazareth's  suggestion 
should  be  extended  to  all  reports  without  exception.  Prof. 
LAZARETH  then  reformulated  his  proposal  in  this  broader  sense 
and  moved  that  all  reports  of  the  Groups  be  received  as  infor- 
mation and  forwarded  to  the  Secretariat  for  appropriate  action. 

The  motion  was  seconded  and  adopted  with  none  against. 

The  Moderator  requested  and  received  the  consent  of  the  plenary 
that  the  reports  of  Groups  7 and  9 be  made  available  more  widely. 
Dr  Letty  RUSSELL  urged  that  the  report  of  Group  3 be  included 
in  the  published  report.  Prof.  WRIGHT  added  that  it  would  be 
appropriate  to  join  the  petition  of  the  25  Commission  members 
to  the  Group  5 report.  Dr  VISCHER  then  informally  suggested  the 
following  procedure:  the  reports  of  Groups  7,  3,  9,  and  10  would 
be  made  part  of  the  published  report;  and  the  six  remaining 
reports  could  be  sent  to  the  addressees  together  with  the  ori- 
ginal paper  to  which  they  respond,  with  an  explanatory  letter. 

In  the  case  of  Group  5,  the  explanatory  letter  would  speak  of 
the  protest  that  had  arisen  during  the  meeting. 

The  session  was  adjourned.  In  the  evening,  the  Commission  en- 
joyed a programme  of  popular  Indian  music  performed  by  students 
from  Dharmaram  College. 
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Wednesday,  30  August 


PLENARY  SESSION 

A Common  Account  of  Hope:  The  Final  Draft 

The  Moderator,  Prof.  NISSIOTIS,  called  on  Prof.  DESCHNER  to 
read  the  third  and  final  draft  of  the  common  account  of  hope. 
Prof.  Deschner  said  that  the  main  difficulty  had  been  the 
combination  of  the  theological  and  political  sections  of  the 
paper  and  that  the  major  changes  in  comparison  with  the  pre- 
ceding draft  could  be  found  in  a strengthening  of  the  theology 
and  a tightening  of  the  language.  The  plenary  responded  to 
the  reading  of  the  draft  with  applause.  Many  contributors  to 
the  subsequent  discussion  called  the  draft  an  extraordinary 
achievement . 

In  the  discussion,  Prof.  McAFEE  BROWN  suggested  a consistent 
use  of  "Christ"  instead  of  "He"  in  the  opening  phrases.  Proto- 
presbyter BOROVOY  said  that  ideologies  should  not  be  forgotten 
in  the  section  on  dialogue.  Prof.  OEYEN  asked  for  an  insertion 
condemning  the  evil  of  terrorism.  Mr  CONWAY  found  the  title 
weak  and  suggested  the  use  of  the  word  "future"  in  it.  Rev. 
CRESSEY  said  that,  in  the  section  on  "affirming  the  new  and 
reaffirming  the  old",  the  word  "risk"  should  consistently  refer 
to  something  positive:  doing  something  positive  to  tradition 
is  a risk.  Rev.  MARGENFELD  said  that  she  regretted  that  the 
concrete  voices  of  hope,  present  in  the  particular  accounts 
that  she  had  studied,  had  remained  outside  the  paper;  when 
the  appendices  are  made  part  of  the  common  account,  it  will  be 
easier  for  the  local  churches  to  get  into  the  process  of  giv- 
ing account  themselves. 

Dr  JOHN  said  that  the  reference  to  death  should  include  the 
affirmation  that  we  share  in  the  guilt  of  the  death  of  the  many. 
Metropolitan  OSTHATHIOS  suggested  the  use  of  I Corinthians  13:13 
at  some  place  in  the  text.  Prof.  KONIDARIS  said  the  paper  should 
be  sent  to  the  United  Nations  as  a word  of  truth  in  the  midst 
of  despair.  Dr  LESKO  suggested  mentioning  the  costly  risk  of 
reconciliation  among  the  other  risks  of  hope.  Dr  JOSEPH  asked 
for  the  inclusion  of  the  number  of  participants  and  the  number 
of  countries  represented  at  the  meeting.  Dr  H.O.  RUSSELL 
pleaded  for  awareness  of  religious  exploitation  and  depndency 
among  the  many  forms  of  exploitation;  he  also  asked  whether 
publication  of  parts  would  be  permitted  and  whether  the  parti- 
cipants were  going  to  sign  the  document  individually.  The 
Moderator  said  that  the  existence  of  the  list  of  participants 
made  individual  signing  unnecessary  and  that  quotations  could 
be  given  after  the  sending  of  the  final  version  to  all  parti- 
cipants . 

Frere  THURIAN  said  that  the  paper  was  too  cautious  and  too  ne- 
gative about  the  Church.  Dr  Letty  RUSSELL  urged  common  action 
to  help  other  people  move  to  this  stage  of  giving  a common 
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account  of  hope  and  suggested  the  publication  of  a study  booklet 
which  would  contain  the  appendices  and  the  responses.  Prof. 
PANNENBERG  noted  with  satisfaction  that  the  mcralism  he  had 
criticized  in  the  earlier  draft  had  virtually  disappeared;  he 
insisted,  however,  that  God  cannot  be  called  a partisan;  he  does 
not  identify  himself  with  human  parties  or  interests. 

Responding  to  the  remarks  offered.  Prof.  DESCHNER  said  that 
they  would  be  passed  into  responsible  hands.  The  Moderator 
said  that  the  drafting  committee  would  be  trusted  to  incor- 
porate the  remarks  according  to  its  own  judgment  and  asked 
the  plenary  to  endorse  the  document.  The  document  was  endorsed 
unanimously. 


Accra  to  Bangalore  to  ... 

The  Moderator  asked  Dr  VISCHER  to  share  a few  reflections  on 
the  significance  of  the  Bangalore  meeting  in  relation  to  the 
meeting  in  Accra  in  1S74.  Dr  Vischer  made  five  observations. 

In  the  first  place,  he  called  attention  to  the  difference  in 
atmosphere  between  the  two  meetings : today  there  is  a much 
stronger  awareness  of  the  limitations  in  which  we  live.  More 
and  more  we  realize  that  the  transformation  of  the  world  is  not 
in  our  hands.  More  and  more  Christians  live  in  situations  of 
captivity.  It  may  be  characteristic  for  the  change  in  atmosphere 
that  two  members  of  the  Commission  spent  time  in  prison  in  the 
years  after  the  Accra  meeting.  It  is  significant  that  the  sub- 
jects of  witness  to  death  and  intercession  have  been  prominent 
on  the  agenda  of  the  Bangalore  meeting.  It  has  been  important 
to  reflect  on  the  meaning  and  the  implications  of  unity  in  this 
new  atmosphere.  Secondly,  the  Accra  meeting  concluded  with  an 
irreconciled  tension  between  particular  accounts  and  a common 
account;  Bangalore  witnessed  an  exercise  in  pre-conciliar  fel- 
lowship in  letting  a common  account  grow  out  of  great  variety. 
Thirdly,  the  debate  on  unity,  especially  the  combined  efforts 
of  Committees  II  and  III  has  shown  that  in  future  the  main 
emphasis  of  Faith  and  Order  should  no  longer  be  on  the  clarifi- 
cation of  concepts  of  unity.  We  need  to  proceed  to  the  ela- 
boration of  concrete  agreements.  The  vision  of  "conciliar 
fellowship"  remains  significant.  It  provides  the  indispensable 
framework  for  future  work.  But  the  framework  needs  now  to  be 
filled  out.  The  decision  of  the  Commission  at  Accra  to  send 
the  three  agreed  statements  to  the  churches  has  led  to  a 
definite  agenda  in  this  respect.  Fourthly,  our  meeting  has 
clearly  confirmed  the  need  for  a new  style.  Work  needs  to  be 
done  increasingly  in  direct  dialogue  with  the  churches.  The 
shift  of  emphasis  needs  to  be  completed:  saying  A(ccra)  implies 
saying  B(angalore)  and  therefore  C ( . . . ) . Fifthly,  Accra  had 
called  for  placing  the  search  for  unity  within  the  context  of 
a search  for  wholeness;  after  Bangalore  we  have  paradigms  for 
this  approach  from  the  study  on  the  community  of  women  and  men 
in  the  Church  and  the  study  on  inter-church  aid,  providing  a 
firm  handle  for  discussions  on  unity  within  the  World  Council 
of  Churches.  In  this  connection,  it  is  important  to  observe 
that  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  consists  of  two  sometimes 
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overlapping  groups:  those  involved  in  strictly  theological 
tasks  and  those  involved  in  the  search  for  wholeness.  The 
overlapping  and  the  tension  exist  within  each  of  us.  It  is 
essential  for  the  future  of  the  Commission  that  the  two  tenden- 
cies be  kept  together  in  a constructive  way. 


Words  of  Appreciation  and  Closing  Actions. 

Dr  VISCHER  recalled  with  gratitude  the  contacts  that  the  Com- 
mission had  enjoyed  with  the  host  country,  India,  and  the  ex- 
cellent organization  which  had  been  behind  all  the  work.  He 
called  the  Director  of  the  Ecumenical  Christian  Centre,  The 
Rev.  M. A.  THOMAS,  to  come  forward.  After  receiving  a standing 
ovation  from  the  Commission,  the  Rev.  THOMAS  addressed  the 
plenary  briefly  on  the  basic  commitments  of  the  Ecumenical  Centre 
and  on  the  Vigil  India  movement,  quoting  from  the  common  account 
of  hope  that  "hope  is  a resistance  movement  against  fatalism". 

The  Moderator,  Prof.  NISSIOTIS,  made  a few  closing  remarks. 

He  said  that  there  had  been  evidence  of  the  action  of  the  Holy 
Spirit  and  that  a fellowship  in  the  ecclesial  sense  of  the  word 
had  been  created;  the  future  would  depend  on  how  we  live  and 
pray  together.  He  expressed  thanks  to  the  various  speakers  who 
had  addressed  the  meeting,  to  the  leaders  of  the  Bible  studies 
and  worship  services,  to  those  who  had  shared  special  liturgies 
with  the  Commission,  to  the  Rev.  Maruvathrail  of  Kristu  Jyoti 
College,  to  the  secretaries  and  assistant  secretaries  of  the 
Ecumenical  Centre,  to  the  interpreters  and  technicians,  and  to 
the  stewards.  He  expressed  special  gratitude  to  the  drafting 
committee  and  to  the  staff  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Secretariat. 

The  plenary  session  was  closed  with  the  Apostolic  greeting,  and 
participants  moved  to  the  chapel  for  a closing  service  of 
worship . 
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c.  THE  STANDING  COMMISSION:  SUNDAY,  AUGUST  27 


The  Moderator,  Prof.  NISSIOTIS,  opened  the  meeting  with  a 
prayer  and  proposed  an  agenda:  an  evaluation  of  the  Commission 
meeting,  a look  at  the  work  of  the  Standing  Commission  during 
the  coming  year,  and  consideration  of  the  problems  of  financing 
and  staffing.  At  the  request  of  Dr  STAM,  the  discussion  of 
a letter  from  the  Giving  Account  Group  IV  to  the  Latin  American 
Bishops'  meeting  in  Puebla  was  added  to  the  agenda.  Dr  VISCHER 
read  the  text  of  a telegramme  to  be  sent  to  Pope  John  Paul  I 
on  the  occasion  of  his  election;  the  Standing  Commission  ap- 
proved the  text. 

Progress  of  the  Commission  Meeting 

Several  questions  were  raised  about  the  editing  of  the  reports 
of  the  Bangalore  meeting,  especially  the  material  on  the  unity 
of  the  Church  drafted  during  the  second  week.  It  was  suggested 
that  the  plenary  be  asked  to  transmit  the  reports  on  unity  to 
the  Standing  Commission  and  the  Secretariat  for  further  edi- 
torial work.  The  members  of  the  Standing  Commission  would,  in 
this  case,  receive  the  edited  work  within  six  weeks  after  the 
meeting  for  comment;  all  members  of  the  Commission  might  be 
asked  to  send  their  reactions  to  the  Secretariat  within  three 
weeks  after  the  meeting.  This  procedure  was  approved. 

Finances 


The  Moderator  moved  to  the  question  of  finances.  Dr  CROW  said 
that  there  is  a general  desire  among  Commissioners  to  have  all 
the  facts  of  the  financial  situation  in  detail.  He  further 
stressed  that  the  Standing  Commission  members  would  have  to 
assume  additional  responsibility  for  funding  and  that  detailed 
information  on  the  regular  and  the  special  work  of  the  Faith 
and  Order  Commission  would  be  necessary  to  make  appeals  for 
funds.  He  suggested  the  preparation  of  a leaflet  for  this 
purpose  and  urged  that  the  next  meeting  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mission give  adequate  time  to  the  planning  of  a strategy  for 
the  coming  decade.  Dr  VISCHER  observed  that  there  would  need 
to  be  different  leaflets  according  to  regional  possibilities, 
each  containing  the  same  general  information.  Separate  funding 
is  possible  as  long  as  it  does  not  result  in  reductions  in  the 
general  funds  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches.  Dr  CROW  em- 
phasized that  special  gifts  would  have  to  be  designated  for 
specific  studies  and  projects. 

Standing  Commission  1979 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Standing  Commission  at  Taize,  France, 
was  scheduled  for  20-24  August,  1979.  Arrival  would  be  on  the 
19th  and  departure  on  the  25th,  giving  five  full  working  days. 
The  inclusion  of  the  Sundays  would  be  optional. 
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Letter  of  Group  IV 


The  letter  of  Giving  Account  Group  IV  to  the  Bishops ' Conference 
at  Puebla  was  then  introduced  by  Dr  STAM.  It  was  decided  that 
the  Secretariat  should  investigate  efforts  within  the  World 
Council  of  Churches  to  address  the  Puebla  meeting  since  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  act  separately. 

Staff 


The  meeting  then  proceeded  to  discuss  the  staffing  problems. 

Dr  VISCHER  described  the  present  situation  and  the  state  of  the 
various  contracts.  The  Pan-Orthodox  Conference  has  expressed 
the  strong  desire  that  an  Orthodox  should  serve  on  the  staff  of 
the  Faith  and  Order  Commission.  Since,  in  1975,  the  three 
regular  posts  of  the  Secretariat  were  reduced  to  two,  there  had 
been  no  opportunity  to  appoint  an  Orthodox.  A special  effort 
should  be  made  to  make  the  appointment  possible.  The  Standing 
Commission  decided  to  plead  for  the  restoration  of  the  post. 
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I I 

CONSPECTUS  OF  STUDIES 


CONSPECTUS  OF  STUDIES 


In  the  course  of  its  meeting  in  Bangalore,  the  Commission  re- 
viewed the  programmes  and  set  the  priorities  for  the  work  of 
the  coming  years.  The  reflections  on  future  work  can  be  found 
in  the  full  report  of  the  meeting  (1) . To  be  able  to  present 
the  study  plans  in  a more  condensed  form,  the  Standing  Commission 
mandated  the  Secretariat  to  prepare  this  brief  Conspectus  of 
Studies  in  the  light  of  all  proposals  and  actions. 


The  next  session  of  the  Plenary  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order 
is  envisaged  for  July  or  August  1981.  At  that  time  the  Commis- 
sion intends  to  discuss  materials  for  submission  to  the  next 
Assembly  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches.  The  coming  three 
years  will  be  primarily  devoted  to  the  preparation  of  such 
materials . 

The  Commission  stressed  the  need  of  working  in  close  consultation 
with  the  churches  associated  with  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission. 
As  much  as  possible,  a direct  dialogue  with  the  churches  should 
be  initiated.  Studies  and  work  in  general  should  be  so  con- 
ceived that  widely  based  collaboration  can  be  secured.  The 
participation  of  ecumenical  commissions  of  the  churches,  ecume- 
nical institutes  and  informal  groups  should  be  sought. 

The  proposals  for  the  coming  three  years  can  be  summarized  under 
four  headings: 

A.  A COMMONLY  ACCEPTED  GOAL 

The  Fifth  Assembly  has  offered  the  concept  of  "unity  in  conciliar 
fellowship"  as  a tentative  description  of  the  "unity  we  seek". 

The  suggestion  has  found  wide  and  favourable  echo.  The  term 
has  become  part  of  the  common  ecumenical  vocabulary.  Obviously, 
the  description  does  not  overcome  the  ecclesiological  differ- 
ences but  it  provides  a framework  within  which  these  differ- 
ences can  be  related  to  one  another.  Since  the  Fifth  Assembly 
considerable  further  work  has  been  done  on  a number  of  issues 
raised  in  the  debate,  especially  on  the  meaning  of  the  term 
"local  church  truly  united".  Efforts  have  also  been  undertaken 
to  examine  the  concept  in  light  of  questions  which  have  been 
raised  through  such  formulations  as  "unity  in  reconciled  diver- 
sity" . 

At  its  recent  meeting  in  Bangalore,  the  Commission  reaffirmed 
the  usefulness  of  the  concept.  It  recommended  that 

a)  The  Standing  Commission  prepare  a brief  statement  on  unity  in 


(1)  Sharing  in  One  Hope,  WCC,  Geneva  1979 
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conciliar  fellowship  seeking  to  answer  the  main  questions 
and  uncertainties  recurring  in  the  debate; 

b)  the  Secretariat  encourage  and  keep  in  touch  with  the  debate 
on  concepts  of  unity  and  seek  to  relate  the  various  efforts 
to  one  another ; 

c)  the  Standing  Commission  be  prepared  to  give  special  attention 
to  certain  issues  arising  in  the  debate;  e.g.  still  further 
work  on  the  meaning  of  the  "local  church"  might  be  required. 


B.  THREE  REQUIREMENTS  FOR  VISIBLE  UNITY 

The  discussion  and  the  clarification  of  the  concept  of  "unity 
in  conciliar  fellowship"  must  not  defer  sustained  work  on  the 
substantial  issues  which  separate  the  churches  from  each  other. 
There  was  broad  agreement  at  the  Bangalore  meeting  that,  in 
order  to  reach  visible  unity,  three  fundamental  requirements 
must  be  met.  The  churches  must  reach  (a)  common  understanding 
of  the  apostolic  faith;  (b)  full  mutual  recognition  of  baptism, 
the  eucharist  and  the  ministry;  (c)  agreement  on  common  ways  of 
teaching  and  decision-making.  Consequently,  the  Commission 
proposes  that  in  the  coming  three  years  study  efforts  should 
focus  on  these  three  requirements. 

1 . Visible  Unity  in  One  Faith 

The  study  "Giving  Account  of  the  Hope"  was  an  attempt  to  con- 
fess the  Christian  faith  in  the  context  of  contemporary  situ- 
ations. At  its  meeting  in  Bangalore,  the  Commission  formulated 
"A  Common  Account  of  Hope".  Though  in  the  coming  three  years 
the  study  "Giving  Account  of  the  Hope"  will  not  be  as  prominent 
in  the  programme  as  in  the  past  period,  it  will  remain  a per- 
manent concern  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission.  The  question 
of  the  unity  of  the  Church  in  the  diverse  acts  of  contemporary 
confessing  requires  constant  re-examination. 

The  study  "Giving  Account  of  the  Hope"  has  raised  a new  ques- 
tion which  will  demand  detailed  study.  What  way  of  confessing 
the  apostolic  faith  is  required  for  the  Church  to  live  in  vi- 
sible unity?  At  Bangalore,  the  Commission  made  a first  attempt 
to  offer  a "common  confession  of  faith".  The  attempt  brought 
into  sharp  focus  the  problems  which  need  to  be  examined  in 
the  coming  years,  e.g.  the  role  of  Tradition  and,  more  parti- 
cularly, the  ancient  creeds  in  the  Church,  the  relationship 
between  the  common  confession  and  the  doctrinal  controversies 
which  arose  in  the  history  of  the  Church,  the  role  of  the 
liturgical  confession  of  faith,  etc. 

The  Commission  recommends  that  a report  on  these  issues  be 
prepared  for  its  meeting  in  1981. 

2 . Baptism,  Eucharist,  Ministry 

Much  work  has  already  been  done  in  this  area.  The  agreed  state' 
ments  "One  Baptism,  One  Eucharist  and  a Mutually  Recognized 
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Ministry"  were  sent  to  the  churches  for  their  reaction.  In 
1977 , a reply  to  their  replies  was  formulated  and  submitted 
to  the  churches  (1) . The  Secretariat  opened  a direct  corres- 
pondence with  a selected  number  of  churches. 

The  Commission  recommends  that 

a)  a revised  version  of  the  agreed  statements  be  prepared  for 
the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  in  1981; 

b)  a work  book  be  compiled  which  facilitates  the  understanding 
and  reception  of  the  agreed  statements; 

c)  special  attention  be  given  to  issues  which  remain  parti- 
cularly controversial,  e.g.  relationship  of  baptism  and  con- 
firmation, the  presence  in  the  Eucharist,  episcope  and 
episcopacy,  ordination  of  women. 

3 . Common  Ways  of  Teaching  and  Decision-Making 

In  order  to  grow  together  into  unity,  the  churches  must  reach 
agreement  on  common  ways  of  teaching.  Such  agreement  is  neces- 
sary for  the  "reception"  of  the  growing  consensus  among  the 
churches;  but  it  is  also  necessary  for  the  one  Church  to  witness 
constantly  anew  the  truth  of  the  Gospel.  To  reach  agreement 
on  common  ways  of  teaching,  the  issue  of  "authority  in  the 
Church"  needs  to  be  clarified.  . Some  work  in  this  field  has 
already  been  done  in  the  past  years.  In  particular,  the  report 
"How  does  the  Church  teach  authoritatively  today?"  deserves 
to  be  mentioned  here  (Odessa  1977)  . Also,  earlier  Faith  and 
Order  studies  on  the  authority  of  the  Bible,  the  authority 
of  Councils,  especially  the  Council  of  Chalcedon,  the  signi- 
ficance of  the  Church  Fathers,  may  prove  to  be  useful  in  this 
new  study  effort. 

The  Commission  recommends  that 

a)  on  the  basis  of  these  earlier  efforts  and  of  new  studies, 
a report  be  prepared  for  the  meeting  of  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission  in  1981; 

b)  a special  study  be  undertaken  of  New  Testament  concepts  of 
doctrine  and  authority  with  regard  to  the  unity  of  the 
Church; 

c)  in  the  context  of  the  study  on  episcope  and  episcopacy, 
special  attention  be  given  to  the  function  of  a "local  and 
translocal  form  of  episcope  serving  the  communion  of  the 
Church  and  protecting  both  the  content  of  faith  and  the 
quality  of  the  act  of  faith  within  the  community". 


(1)  Towards  an  Ecumenical  Consensus:  Baptism,  Eucharist, 
Ministry,  Faith  and  Order  Paper  No.  84.  Geneva:  WCC,  1977. 
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Clearly,  the  three  sets  of  recommendations  are  closely  inter- 
related. Therefore,  work  on  these  three  reports  will  need  to 
be  firmly  coordinated  by  the  Standing  Commission. 


C.  TOWARDS  A FULLER  MANIFESTATION  OF  COMMUNION  IN  CHRIST 

No  advance  towards  visible  unity  is  possible  without  a growing 
sense  of  communion  among  the  churches.  There  is  an  organic 
relationship  between  consensus  and  communion.  Consensus  will 
facilitate  communion,  but  consensus  can  only  be  reached  as  the 
communion  in  Christ  is  actually  being  experienced  by  the  chur- 
ches. Therefore,  as  they  work  for  visible  unity,  the  churches 
cannot  confine  their  efforts  to  the  clarification  of  the  "three 
requirements"  mentioned  in  Section  B.  They  need  to  turn  their 
attention  to  all  issues  which  affect  their  communion  in  Christ. 
At  its  meeting  in  Bangalore,  the  Commission  strongly  reaffirmed 
this  conviction. 

Three  main  areas  of  concern  can  be  distinguished. 

1 . Towards  Communion  in  Prayer  and  Worship 

For  many  years  the  Commission  has  been  involved  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity.  This  respon- 
sibility will  continue. 

In  the  course  of  the  past  two  years,  the  Commission,  in  close 
collaboration  with  the  sub-unit  on  Renewal  and  Congregational 
Life,  has  elaborated  a calendar  of  mutual  intercession,  "For 
All  God's  People".  At  the  meeting  in  Bangalore,  the  proposal 
was  warmly  welcomed;  the  Commission  has  urged  the  churches  not 
only  to  promote  the  use  of  the  calendar  but  also  to  study  its 
spiritual  and  liturgical  implications. 

In  addition,  the  Commission  recommends  that  an  ecumenical  list 
of  saints  and  martyrs  be  established. 

2 . Towards  Communion  Across  Human  Barriers 

Communion  in  Christ  must  become  visible  in  the  actual  life  of 
the  churches.  In  the  course  of  the  last  years,  the  Commission 
has  been  involved  in  several  projects  which  pursue  this  aim. 

With  different  degrees  of  emphasis,  they  will  be  continued  in 
the  coming  years. 

a)  The  study  on  "The  Community  of  Women  and  Men  in  the  Church", 
jointly  sponsored  by  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  and  the 
sub-unit  on  Women  in  Church  and  Society,  will  be  the  major 
project  in  this  area.  An  "invitation"  with  relevant  questions 
has  been  drawn  up  and  is  being  widely  distributed.  The  Commis- 
sion has  discussed  the  study  process  in  detail;  its  proposals 
can  be  found  in  the  full  report  of  the  Bangalore  meeting. 

An  international  consultation  is  envisaged  for  the  second  part 
of  August  1980.  The  Commission  expects  to  receive  a full  re- 
port on  the  study  at  its  next  meeting  in  1981. 
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b)  The  Unity  of  the  Church  and  Racism.  The  issue  has  been 
discussed  at  a consultation  in  1975,  jointly  organized  by  the 
Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  and  the  Programme  to  Combat 
Racism.  No  major  efforts  are  planned  in  this  area  in  the  coming 
years . 

c)  The  Unity  of  the  Church  and  the  Disabled.  Ever  since  the 
meeting  in  Louvain  (1971) , the  question  has  been  on  the  agenda 
of  the  Commission.  The  Fifth  Assembly  renewed  the  interest  in 
the  problem.  The  Secretariat  is  at  present  preparing  a publi- 
cation entitled  "Partners  in  Weakness".  In  April  1978,  a Euro- 
pean consultation  issued  a report  with  a number  of  succinct 
recommendations  to  the  churches.  The  Commission  decided  that 
this  report  be  widely  shared  and  reactions  requested.  Efforts 
in  this  area  are  of  particular  importance  because  of  the  need 
for  the  churches  to  prepare  for  the  United  Nations  Year  of  the 
Disabled  (1981). 

d)  The  Unity  of  the  Church  and  the  Dialogue  with  People  of 
Living  Faiths  and  Ideologies.  In  order  to  clarify  the  implica- 
tions of  dialogue  for  the  unity  of  the  Church  (and  vice  versa) , 
close  collaboration  with  the  sub-unit  on  Dialogue  with  People 
of  Living  Faiths  and  Ideologies  will  be  required.  The  Commis- 
sion recommends  that  the  study  on  authority  of  the  Bible  should 
include  a special  reflection  on  the  role  and  the  interpretation 
of  the  Bible  in  various  dialogues. 

e)  The  Unity  of  the  Church  and  Inter-Church  Aid.  How  does  aid 
contribute  to  the  unity  or  disunity  of  the  Church?  The  question 
is  being  asked  by  both  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  and 
CICARWS.  At  its  meeting  in  Bangalore,  the  Commission  formu- 
lated a few  reflections  on  the  subject  and  recommended  that  the 
debate  should  be  continued  both  at  the  level  of  staff  and  of 
the  respective  commissions. 

f)  Church  and  State.  Recently,  a volume  has  been  published 
which  provides  material  on  this  subject;  it  is  meant  as  an 
invitation  to  the  churches  to  face  the  issues  in  their  own 
situation.  For  the  time  being,  no  further  steps  are  envisgaed 
in  this  area. 

3 . Responsibility  for  "New  Ecumenical  Experiences" 

At  its  meeting  in  Bangalore,  the  Commission  dealt  with  the 
phenomenal  growth  of  new  forms  of  community  both  within  and 
among  the  churches,  sometimes  even  with  no  relationship  at  all 
with  the  institutional  churches.  What  do  they  mean  for  the 
unity  of  the  Church?  In  many  cases  they  anticipate  the  future 
unity  but  they  may  also  contain  the  seed  of  new  divisions. 

The  Commission  felt  that  in  future  its  work  should  be  more 
deliberately  directed  not  only  at  the  churches  but  also  at  those 
engaged  in  new  ecumenical  experiences;  it  was  felt  that  the 
Commission  had  a pastoral  responsibility  for  the  increasing 
number  of  those  who  only  partially  identify  with  their  own 
tradition  and  begin  de  facto  to  live  in  the  communion  which  al- 
ready exists  between  the  churches. 
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In  particular,  the  Commission  recommends  that  the  catechetical 
and  liturgical  implications  of  Faith  and  Order  texts  be  studied; 
that  some  reflection  on  the  significance  of  new  communities 
be  initiated;  that  materials  for  people  living  in  mixed  marriages 
be  prepared.  Obviously,  these  recommendations  demand  close 
collaboration  with  the  sub-units  on  Education,  on  Renewal  and 
Congregational  Life,  and  on  Youth. 


D.  AT  THE  SERVICE  OF  CONCERTED  ACTION  TOWARDS  VISIBLE  UNITY 

Already  the  Fifth  Assembly  strongly  emphasized  the  need  for 
clarifying  the  relationship  between  the  various  efforts  towards 
unity;  the  report  of  Section  II  points  out  that  "the  diverse 
activities  which  aim  at  the  unity  of  the  Church  do  not  always 
assist  and  enrich  one  another".  Underlining  this  fact,  the 
Commission  recommends  that  the  Secretariat  keep  in  touch  with 
the  various  partners  in  the  ecumenical  movement,  in  particular 
with  (i)  World  Confessional  Families,  (ii)  bilateral  conver- 
sations, (iii)  union  negotiations,  (iv)  united  churches,  (v) 
churches  outside  the  membership  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches, 
(vi)  movements  and  communities.  They  should  be  kept  informed 
about  the  work  of  the  Commission  and  their  help  should  be 
sought  for  the  fulfilment  of  the  tasks  of  the  Commission. 

The  Commission  drew  special  attention  to  the  role  of  councils 
(conseils)  in  the  ecumenical  movement.  It  sought  to  analyze 
their  strengths  and  their  weaknesses.  It  recommends  that,  in 
close  collaboration  with  people  engaged  in  the  work  of  councils, 
a study  be  initiated  on  the  ways  in  which  councils,  at  the  world, 
regional,  national  and  local  levels,  can  best  contribute  to 
the  advance  of  the  unity  of  the  Church. 
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Ill 


ACCOUNT  OF  HOPE  GROUPS 


. 


GIVING  ACCOUNT  OF  THE  HOPE  GROUPS 


Ten  groups  took  up  the  main  theme,  Giving  Account  of  the 
Hope.  They  had  before  them  two  documents:  a draft  Common 
Account  of  Hope  and  one  of  the  ten  preparatory  papers . 

Six  of  the  preparatory  papers  presented  significant  ac- 
acounts  of  hope  from  specific  regions  and  four  reflected 
on  hope  in  relation  to  particular  issues.  The  groups 
had  two  tasks:  to  contribute  their  insights  to  the  draft- 
ing team  working  on  the  Common  Account  of  Hope  and  to 
prepare  a response  to  their  preparatory  paper.  The  pre- 
cise form  of  the  response  was  left  to  the  group.  Some 
were  addressed  to  specific  regional  bodies  and  some  were 
more  generally  conceived.  Contained  herein  are  the  six 
responses  prepared  by  groups  which  focused  on  regional 
accounts.  (1) 

These  statements  were  not  debated  by  the  Plenary  and 
therefore  do  not  carry  the  authority  of  the  Commission, 
they  represent  the  work  of  small  groups  only.  However, 
the  preparation  of  these  statements  was  a critical  part 
of  the  process  which  enabled  the  Commission  to  produce 
the  Common  Account  of  Hope,  and,  therefore,  they  repre- 
sent a valid  part  of  the  record  of  proceedings  of  the 
Commission . 


A.  STATEMENT  OF  DISCUSSION  GROUP  I ON  ACCOUNTS  OF  HOPE 
FROM  AFRICA 


Letter  addressed  to  the  All  Africa  Conference  of  Churches 

The  members  of  our  group  came  from  the  continents  of  Africa, 
Asia,  North  and  South  America  and  Europe  and  represented  the 
Coptic  Orthodox,  Greek  Orthodox,  Mar  Thoma,  Anglican,  Roman 
Catholic  and  Protestant  churches. 

We  studied  with  gratitude  and  interest  two  documents  from 
Africa,  namely,  "The  Confession  of  Alexandria"  of  the  All 
Africa  Conference  of  Churches  of  February  1976  and  "Our  Faith 
in  Jesus  Christ",  a declaration  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops 
of  Zaire  of  January  1975.  In  addition  to  these  two  written 
documents,  we  also  heard  oral  accounts  of  hope  from  the  chur- 
ches of  other  parts  of  Africa. 

It  is  with  thanksgiving  to  God  our  Father  that  we  have  received 
these  documents  and  accounts  which  have  expressed  a concern 
for  the  hope  that  has  been  the  keynote  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  held  in  Bangalore. 


(1)  The  six  preparatory  papers  and  the  four  issue  oriented 
responses  are  published  in  Sharing  in  One  Hope,  WCC , Geneva 
1979 
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Statement  of  Faith 


We  recognize  with  all  churches  that  Christ  who  died  and  was 
raised  from  the  dead,  the  first  witness  of  the  Father,  will  re- 
turn at  the  end  of  time.  Meanwhile,  his  living  presence  among 
us,  through  the  Holy  Spirit,  gives  us  power  to  continue  the 
mission  as  his  Church,  until  the  fulfilment  of  all  hope  in  his 
second  coming. 

Contextuality  and  Universality 


We  have  very  much  appreciated  the  contextual  character  of  the 
documents.  Every  church  is  called  upon  to  give  an  account  of 
the  hope  in  the  contextual  situation  in  which  it  finds  itself. 

It  is  necessary  for  the  Christian  gospel  to  be  firmly  rooted  in 
the  cultural  background  of  the  African  people,  expressing  itself 
in  a meaningful  theology,  worship  forms  and  church  life-styles. 

We  also  very  much  appreciate  that  the  incarnate,  suffering  and 
risen  Lord  is  at  the  heart  of  the  statements  of  the  churches 
of  Africa.  These  accounts  speak  to  the  universal  Church  by 
their  very  concreteness;  at  the  same  time,  they  try  to  be  faith- 
ful to  Christ,  whose  message  transcends  every  culture. 

Authenticity 


The  search  for  authenticity,  that  is,  a people's  conscious  ef- 
fort to  express  themselves  in  their  own  context,  is  one  of  the 
essential  aspects  of  the  process  of  their  liberation.  Thus  only 
can  they  fulfill  their  hope. 

Liberation 


We  thank  God  that  the  All  Africa  Conference  of  Churches  is  com- 
mitted to  "economic  justice,  the  total  liberation  of  men  and 
women  from  every  form  of  oppression  and  exploitation,  and  peace 
in  Africa" . 

We  rejoice  that  the  churches  in  Africa  are  committed  to  bringing 
that  fullness  of  life,  of  which  Christ  spoke,  to  the  people  of 
Africa.  We  too  would  emphasize  liberation  as  a continuing  pro- 
cess for  a new  and  just  social  order  which  would  safeguard 
human  rights  (both  individual  and  social) . 

Hope  is  to  be  lived  as  an  ongoing  commitment  to  Christ  who  com- 
pels us  in  every  country  to  examine , critically  and  construc- 
tively, social  structures,  the  distribution  of  wealth  and  power, 
etc.  It  is  our  hope  that  authentic  African  political  systems 
will  emerge  for  the  total  development  of  the  people  of  Africa. 

"Moratorium" 


We  are  further  encouraged  that  an  important  objective  of  the 
churches  of  Africa  is  to  become  self-supporting  and  less  aepen- 
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dent  on  aid  and  personnel  from  overseas.  We  understand  "Mora- 
torium" as  an  attempt  to  establish  a new  relationship  based  on 
true  partnership  and  reciprocity  between  the  churches  in  Afri- 
ca and  those  in  North  America  and  Europe. 

It  is  our  prayer: 

- that  the  churches  of  Africa  may  continue  to  be  faithful 
to  Christ,  who  is  the  foundation  and  sustainer  of  hope; 

- that  they  may  continue  to  address  themselves  to  the  needs 
of  all  their  people; 

- that  they  may  define  for  their  own  people  the  criteria 
of  authenticity; 

- that  they  may  engage  in  a closer  study  of  the  biblical 
and  theological  basis  of  liberation; 

- that  they  may  be  "agents  of  change",  not  seeking  power 
for  themselves,  but  speaking  with  and  for  the  powerless; 

- that  they  may  be  aware  of  the  negative  social  effects  of 
some  development  programmes,  like  tourism; 

- that  they  will  continue  to  engage  in  a meaningful  dialogue 
with  both  Islam  and  African  traditional  religion,  in 
order  to  explore  common  experiences  of  hope; 

- that  they  may  continue  to  increase  their  efforts  for 
building  true  community  in  the  framework  of  family  life, 
which  has  always  held  a central  place  in  African  society; 
and  that  they  may  engage  in  deeper  studies  relating  to 
family  life,  such  as  polygamy,  the  negative  influence  of 
certain  aspects  of  western  morality  on  family  life, 
divorce,  and  the  breakdown  of  family  relationships; 

- that  they  may  become  more  aware  of  the  need  to  protect 
the  natural  environment,  and  be  willing  to  support  pro- 
grammes for  that  purpose;  since  our  world  is  God's  world, 
and  we  are  stewards  and  co-workers  with  him; 

- that  the  God  of  hope  may  continue  to  strengthen  the  chur- 
ches in  Africa  as  they  grow  together  towards  unity  in 
faithful  witness. 

These  prayerful  thoughts  are  expressions  of  our  solidarity  with 
the  churches  in  Africa,  and  our  awareness  that  we  belong  with 
them  to  the  one  universal  Church  of  Christ. 
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B.  STATEMENT  OF  DISCUSSION  GROUP  II  ON  ACCOUNTS  OF  HOPE 
FROM  ASIA 


Letter  addressed  to  the  Christian  Conference  of  Asia  and 
its  Member  Churches 


Greetings  to  you  in  the  name  of  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord! 

We  write  to  you  from  Bangalore,  India.  As  members  of  the  Com- 
mission on  Faith  and  Order,  we  have  come  here  from  churches 
and  countries  all  over  the  world.  We  write  to  you  on  behalf 
of  the  Commission;  we  also  write  to  you  on  behalf  of  ourselves, 
members  of  a group  who  addressed  themselves  in  a special  way 
to  the  problems  and  concerns  of  Asian  churches.  As  an  ecumeni- 
cal group,  we  belong  to  diverse  church  traditions  and  racial 
and  national  backgrounds. 

In  the  widely  differing  situations  of  their  countries,  how  do 
churches  in  Asia  give  account  of  their  hope  today?  What  may 
churches  in  other  parts  of  the  world  learn  from  the  confes- 
sions Asian  churches  are  making?  And  what  resources  may  these 
hold  for  churches  everywhere  in  their  search  for  unity?  These 
were  some  of  the  questions  which  we  discussed  at  our  meetings. 
In  order  to  give  concreteness  to  our  discussions,  we  based  them 
on  the  following  four  documents: 

1.  Confessing  the  Faith  in  Asia  Today  (1966) 

2.  The  Confession  of  Faith  of  the  Batak  Church  (HKBP) , 
Indonesia  (1951) 

3.  Confession  of  the  Responsibility  of  the  United  Church  of 
Christ  in  Japan  during  World  War  II  (1967) 

4.  Theological  Declaration  by  Christian  Ministers  in  the 
Republic  of  Korea  (1973) . 

These,  especially  the  last  three,  are  particular  documents 
arising  from  specific  situations.  Nevertheless,  they  are  repre 
sentative  statements,  for  we  share  a common  faith  and,  in  many 
instances,  our  social,  political  and  religious  situations,  even 
our  economic  and  cultural  situations,  are  not  dissimilar. 

The  first  of  these  documents  came  out  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
Conference  convened  by  the  Christian  Conference  of  Asia  (then 
called  the  East  Asia  Christian  Conference)  in  1966.  It  was  an 
important  conference  and  represented  the  first  serious  regional 
attempt  to  grapple  with  the  issues  of  authentically  confessing 
Christ  in  the  total  Asian  context. 

We  are  grateful  for  the  insights  contained  in  the  findings  of 
the  conference.  We  are  struck  by  the  relevance  of  much  of 
what  the  statement  says  for  the  life  and  witness  of  the  Church 
today.  And  we  thank  God  for  CCA's  continuing  involvement  in 
these  and  similar  areas  of  concern. 

We  are  impressed  by  the  clarity  and  certitude  that  characterize 
the  Confesssion  of  the  Batak  Protestant  Christian  Church  (HKBP) 
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We  see  in  it  the  determination  of  a people  to  hold  fast  to  their 
faith  and  persevere  in  their  obedience  as  they  commit  themselves, 
along  with  people  of  other  religions,  to  national  goals  of  unity 
and  development.  Here  indeed  is  a clearly  structured  confession 
which  needs  to  be  understood  against  the  religious  and  cultural 
background  against  which  the  Church  must  witness  to  Jesus  Christ. 
Here  is  Christian  faith  in  critical  dialogue  with  the  culture 
of  its  environment. 

We  are  aware  of  the  situation  of  Christian  people  in  Indonesia, 
and  of  the  problems  they  face.  They  live  amidst  a context  of 
enormous  diversity.  Both  as  a nation  and  as  churches  they  must 
constantly  work  towards  unity.  We  hope  and  pray  that  the  unity 
to  which  the  Indonesian  churches  are  called  may  contribute  to 
the  unity  of  the  nation. 

The  Indonesian  church  is  a minority  church,  although  without  a 
minority  complex,  like  most  Asian  churches,  placed  in  a plura- 
list context  which,  as  elsewhere,  is  also  a context  of  ideolo- 
gical struggles  and  developmental  urges.  While  we  are  grateful 
for  the  church's  strong  awareness  of  its  own  identity  which  needs 
to  be  preserved  in  such  a situation,  we  are  also  convinced  that 
the  church  is  called  to  openness  and  dialogue.  And  we  further 
hope  that  church  will  be  able  to  speak  more  to  the  problem  of 
human  suffering,  of  injustice  and  of  the  violation  of  human 
rights,  through  its  own  active  involvement  in  the  life  of  the 
nation . 

During  our  discussion  of  Kyodan ' s Confesson  on  War  Responsibi- 
lity, a friend  from  Papua  New  Guinea  commented  that  the  very 
fact  that  such  a confession  was  made  was  a source  of  encourage- 
ment to  him.  His  country  had  suffered  from  Japanese  militarism 
and  his  response,  therefore,  was  deeply  moving.  Friends  from 
the  West  could  identify  themselves  with  this  confession,  for 
no  nation,  whether  in  the  East  or  the  West,  was  free  from  guilt. 
Asian  friends  saw  a continuation  of  the  spirit  of  the  confes- 
sion in  the  Anti-Yasukuni  Movement  and  similar  struggles  in  which 
the  Kyodan  is  currently  involved.  For  the  Kyodan  it  was  a cost- 
ly confession  to  make.  It  brought  into  the  open  divisions  and 
differences  within  the  church.  It  precipitated  a crisis  of 
identity.  But  these,  while  they  are  a source  of  concern,  are 
not  a sign  of  despair.  They  point  to  the  need  for  internal 
dialogue  and  unceasing  search  for  unity. 

We  are  one  with  our  fellow  Christians  in  Japan  as  they  tackle 
the  problems  they  face  and  continue  to  give  an  account  of  their 
hope.  We  pray  for  unity  in  the  church.  We  pray  that  God  in 
Christ  may  strengthen  the  church  and  lead  the  Christians  of 
Japan  into  his  future  - for  the  church  and  the  nation. 

The  Theological  Declaration  by  Christian  Ministers  in  the  Re- 
public of  Korea  is  one  of  many  confessions  that  have  come  out 
of  Korea  in  recent  years.  Here  a suffering  people  confess  their 
faith  and  affirm  their  hope.  In  a situation  where  the  political 
process  has  been  suspended  and  human  rights  denied  to  people, 
here  is  a group  of  Christians  boldly  giving  an  account  of  the 
hope  that  is  in  them. 
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We  are  impressed  by  the  accounts  of  the  growth  of  the  church  in 
Korea.  We  thank  God  for  all  manifestations  of  the  work  of  his 
Spirit  among  the  Korean  people.  We  are  particularly  grateful 
for  the  bold  stand  taken  by  Christian  people  in  Korea  for  jus- 
tice and  the  values  of  democracy. 

We  know  that  such  groups  form  only  a minority  in  the  church. 

But  we  also  know  that  they  have  the  support  of  many  who  choose 
to  be  silent.  And  we  would  like  to  assure  them  that  their  obe- 
dience, evident  in  the  continuing  struggle  for  human  rights  and 
the  workers'  struggle  for  justice,  is  a source  of  inspiration 
to  Christian  people  in  many  parts  of  the  world  as  they  too  face 
forces  of  tyranny  and  injustice.  And  we  assure  them  of  our 
prayers  in  their  courageous  struggle. 

We  are  struck  by  the  similarity  between  our  theme  "Giving  Ac- 
count of  the  Hope  that  is  in  us"  and  the  theme  of  the  Sixth 
Assembly  of  the  Christian  Conference  of  Asia  which  met  last  year: 
"Jesus  Christ  in  Asian  Suffering  and  Hope".  Here  in  Bangalore 
we  saw  something  of  the  suffering  and  hope  in  India.  We  were 
exposed  to  the  living  faiths  of  India  - as  much  as  to  the  ab- 
ject poverty  in  which  millions  of  people  live  in  this  country. 

We  were  exposed  to  liturgical  innovations  which  incorporate  the 
riches  of  Hindu  symbolism  into  Christian  services  of  worship. 

It  was  this  awareness  of  the  reality  of  other  faiths  and  other 
hopes  as  much  as  the  reality  of  hunger  and  poverty  which  is  the 
lot  of  millions  in  this  country  that  formed  the  background  of 
our  meetings  and  determined  the  direction  of  much  of  our  discus- 
sion. Hence  our  conviction  that  dialogue  must  become  integral 
to  our  life  as  churches  and  people  and  that  our  commitment  to 
Christ  must  explain  itself  in  commitment  to  people,  especially 
people  who  are  victims  of  poverty  and  injustice. 

And  hence  too  our  commendation  of  the  work  and  witness  of  the 
Christian  Conference  of  Asia  and  the  churches  in  Asia,  and  the 
request  that  their  experiences  may  be  shared  with  Christian 
people  in  other  parts  of  the  world.  Your  problems  are  not  your 
own,  even  as  your  hopes  are  not  exclusively  yours. 

As  we  struggled  with  the  enormous  problems  that  confront  Asian 
churches  and  societies,  we  were  more  than  ever  convinced  that 
the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  must  necessarily  and  increasing- 
ly depend  on  regional  and  national  inputs  and  experiences  in  its 
task  of  promoting  unity  in  the  Church  and  in  the  world. 
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c. 


STATEMENT  OF  DISCUSSION  GROUP  III  ON  THE  ACCOUNT  BY  EAST 
EUROPEAN  COMMISSION  MEMBERS 


1.  Response  to  the  Account 


The  work  of  Group  III  developed  through  several  stages.  First- 
ly/ an  attempt  was  made  to  reach  a better  knowledge  and  under- 
standing of  each  other's  situation.  Then  followed  a debate  on 
basic  issues  emerging  from  the  Account  by  East  European  Commis- 
sion members.  Then,  in  preparation  for  this  reaction,  each 
non-East  European  member  of  the  group  presented  a written  res- 
ponse to  the  Account.  Finally,  this  reaction  was  drafted  and 
discussed  and  accepted  by  the  group. 

The  formulation  of  the  individual  responses  by  members  of  the 
group  and  their  reception  by  the  East  European  members  of  our 
group  was  for  all  an  enriching  and  moving  experience.  The  per- 
sonal and  self-critical  style  of  the  responses  and  the  openness 
and  understanding  with  which  they  were  received  were  regarded 
as  a good  example  of  the  form  and  spirit  in  which  Christians  from 
different  regions  or  situations  should  enter  into  a mutual  ac- 
counting and  questioning. 

In  the  personal  responses  as  well  as  in  our  general  discussion, 
appreciation  was  expressed  for  the  Account. 

(a)  It  was  regarded  as  significant  that  the  Account  represents 
a successful  attempt  by  Christians  from  different  churches  and 
situations  in  Eastern  Europe  to  formulate  together  a description 
and  evaluation  of  the  situation,  tasks  and  hope  of  their  churches. 

(b)  The  fact  of  a common  account  addressed  to  Christians  of 
other  countries  was  appreciated  as  an  expression  of  trust  and 
fellowship  with  regard  to  them. 

(c)  This  common  reflection  on  the  situation  and  its  common  theo- 
logical interpretation  was  seen  as  an  important  means  of  foster- 
ing the  unity  of  the  Church. 

Possibilities  of  strengthening  our  sharing  in  the  same  hope, 
despite  the  different  political  and  social  systems  we  live  in, 
were  also  considered.  A number  of  practical  proposals  were 
made  which  could  help  to  foster  relationships  and  exchange  be- 
tween the  East  European  churches  and  other  churches. 


2.  Common  Issues 


In  the  course  of  our  discussion,  in  reaction  to  the  challenge 
posed  by  the  Account,  we  arrived  at  a consensus  of  understanding 
on  at  least  three  crucial  issues:  Church  and  Kingdom;  Church 
and  Society;  Church  and  Atheism.  In  some  cases,  these  areas  of 
agreement  refer  particularly  to  the  East  European  experience. 

In  others,  we  discerned  basic  elements  common  to  the  Christian 
witness  in  and  to  Eastern  European  and  Western  societies  alike. 
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Church  and  Kingdom 


The  Church  of  Christ  is  the  efficacious  sign  and  first  fruit  of 
God's  coming  Kingdom  among  us.  Our  ultimate  hope  in  the  Lord- 
ship  of  the  Risen  Christ  and  the  Kingdom  of  God  can  neither  be 
divorced  from,  nor  identified  with  our  penultimate  hopes  for 
freedom,  justice,  equality  and  peace  in  the  world.  Our  strug- 
gles for  human  well-being  are  radically  judged,  corrected,  trans- 
figured and  fulfilled  by  a transcendent  blessedness  that  is 
distinguished  by  the  free  gifts  of  God's  forgiveness,  new  life 
and  salvation. 

Depending  on  the  concrete  needs  of  time  and  place,  this  dia- 
lectical position  may  be  employed  either  to  offer  inspiration 
to  the  hopeless  where  little  or  no  change  is  likely  soon,  or 
to  command  responsible  involvement  where  such  change  is  both 
needed  and  possible. 

Church  and  Society 

The  life  and  witness  of  the  churches  in  Eastern  societies  can 
help  all  Christians  to  rededicate  themselves  to  the  authentic 
hallmarks  of  Christian  hope.  The  unique  basis  of  Christian  hope 
is  God's  faithfulness  and  mercy,  as  centred  in  the  gracious 
power  and  pardon  of  the  life,  death  and  resurrection  of  Jesus 
Christ.  The  Church  is  a community  of  hope  whose  essential  life 
consists  in  its  celebration,  proclamation  and  participation  in 
God's  coming  Kingdom  through  worship  and  intercession.  The 
Church  experiences  new  hope  through  repentance,  purification 
and  renewal  in  the  power  of  the  Holy  Spirit. 

Thereby  Christians  are  enabled,  in  openness  to  the  world,  to 
witness  to  Christ  both  in  word  and  in  deed.  Christians  in  all 
societies  should  struggle  for  the  realization  of  the  partici- 
pation of  all  citizens  in  the  decision-making  processes  of  pub- 
lic life.  We  are  resolved  to  cooperate  in  ensuring  that  this 
principle  is  implemented  to  the  full  at  all  levels,  since  we 
are  convinced  that  this  is  vital  for  the  wholesome  development 
of  our  societies. 

Church  and  Atheism 


Christians  are  living  within  the  context  of  atheism  in  many 
different  parts  of  the  world.  Godlessness  may  be  grounded  in 
an  official  ideology  (e.g.  Marxism).  The  effective  equivalent 
of  godlessness  may  issue  from  lifestyles  characterized  by  posi- 
tivistic secularism  or  an  uncritical  consumerism.  Atheism,  as 
such,  is  not  essentially  linked  with  any  particular  economic  or 
social  system.  Official  ideologies  must  also  be  distinguished 
from  the  actual  day-to-day  operations  of  any  given  society. 
Moreover,  even  in  those  societies  where  the  ruling  party  advo- 
cates an  atheistic  ideology,  the  churches  have  experienced  new 
signs  of  ineradicable  longing  for  spiritual  meaning  and  reli- 
gious fulfilment,  along  with  human  aspirations  for  transcen- 
dent values  and  goals  in  addressing  the  deepest  dimensions  of 
human  existence. 
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Christians  are  therefore  obligated  to  examine  themselves  in  all 
societies  as  to  how  far  they  may  also  have  contributed  to  such 
atheistic  tendencies: 

- by  propagating  a world  view  that  is  neither  biblical 
nor  in  accord  with  responsible  scientific  research; 

- by  using  a language  of  faith  that  is  alien  both  to  the 
biblical  approach  to  history  and  nature  as  well  as  the  pro- 
founaest  yearnings  of  the  human  spirit; 

- by  encouraging  "other  worldly”  lifestyles  that  avoid  the 
issues  of  human  injustice  and  oppression,  and  thereby  betray 
the  incarnat ional  character  of  the  Lord  and  the  inbreaking 
of  God's  Kingdom  among  us;  and 

- by  casting  their  political  and  ideological  opponents  in  the 
role  of  the  demonic  in  disobedience  to  their  incorporation 
into  Christ's  ministry  of  reconciliation. 


3.  Critical  Questions  and  Issues  for  Further  Study 


Besides  the  common  concerns  outlined  in  part  2 of  this  reaction, 
there  emerged  critical  questions  directed  to  the  Account  from 
Eastern  Europe  and  also  issues  which  would  require  further 
study . 

In  the  spirit  of  common  self-criticism  and  while  acknowledging 
the  difficulty  of  understanding  the  situation  of  the  Eastern 
European  churches  properly,  a number  of  critical  questions  were 
directed  to  the  Account.  These  converged  in  the  major  question: 

How  can  the  churches  fulfil  their  prophetic  task  in  their  parti- 
cular situations  in  critical  solidarity  with  the  social  and  hu- 
man aspirations  of  their  societies?  Are  the  churches  in  Eastern 
Europe  using  all  means  available  in  their  situation  in  order  to 
broaden  the  possibilities  for  responsible  service  to  society? 

Are  Christians  in  Eastern  Europe  not  tempted  to  adopt  the  same 
attitude  to  their  new  socio-political  environment  as  they  had 
done  before  under  the  old  regimes  and  which  many  churches  in 
other  parts  of  the  world  are  still  maintaining? 

One  example  of  an  issue  raised  by  the  Account  which  requires 
further  study  is  the  following:  The  Account  affirms  that  "new 
forms  of  prophetic  ministry  in  socialist  society  will  have  to 
be  discovered  in  the  light  of  the  Church  tradition  and  of  the 
various  opportunities  which  have  been  offered  by  historical 
developments" . 

(a)  What  are  important  elements  in  the  traditions  of  the 
different  churches  which  will  help  to  shape  the  form  and  con- 
tent of  such  "new  forms  of  prophetic  ministry"? 

(b)  Could  the  churches  make  even  more  effective  use  of  the 
"opportunities  which  have  been  offered  by  historical  developments"? 

(c)  How  can  such  a ministry  be  more  effectively  integrated 
within  the  totality  of  Christian  life  and  witness?  In  this 
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connection,  how  does  the  Gospel  mandate  for  Christians  to  be 
the  "light,  leaven  and  salt"  affect  the  concrete  ways  in  which 
the  Church  fulfils  its  mission  through  its  worship,  teaching, 
witness  and  service? 

This  last  issue  and  the  other  issues  mentioned  in  this  reaction 
are,  in  various  forms,  clearly  the  concern  of  churches  in  all 
societies.  They  demand,  therefore,  mutual  exchange  and  common 
reflection.  The  aim  should  be  that  each  church  become  better 
equipped  to  proclaim  and  live  out  the  hope  given  to  us  in  its 
particular  situation,  but  in  the  awareness  of  the  universal  fel- 
lowship of  all  the  churches. 
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D.  STATEMENT  OF  DISCUSSION  GROUP  IVON  ACCOUNTS  OF  HOPE  FROM 
LATIN  AMERICA 


A Letter  of  Response 

Dear  Brothers  and  Sisters  in  Christ, 

The  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  of  the  World  Council  of  Chur- 
ches has  met  during  the  days  of  August  16-30,  1978,  in  Ban- 
galore, India,  around  the  themes  of  Christian  hope  and  unity. 

We  who  write  this  letter  comprised  a section  considering  ac- 
counts of  Christian  hope  from  Latin  America.  In  this  section 
were  represented  fourteen  nationalities,  member  churches  of 
the  World  Council  and  non-member  churches,  a variety  of  Chris- 
tian traditions  (Anglican,  Baptist,  Lutheran,  Methodist,  Ortho- 
dox, Reformed  and  Roman  Catholic),  rich  and  poor  nations,  and 
four  continents,  including  your  own  - a diversity  in  unity  re- 
calling the  words  of  St  Paul  in  Galatians  4:28:  "all  one  in 
Christ  Jesus".  As  you  will  see,  there  emerged  a dialogue  between 
the  Church  in  Latin  America  and  the  Church  universal.  Perhaps 
you  will  also  understand  why  it  would  be  selfish  for  us  not  to 
share  with  you  something  of  the  richness  of  our  experience  in 
Bangalore . 

Since  we  were  considering  signs  of  Christian  hope  from  Latin 
America,  our  attention  was  quickly  drawn  to  the  significance  of 
the  poor  and  the  oppressed,  not  only  as  statistical  fact  of 
tragic  proportions,  but  also  as  the  initial  question  for  anyone 
seeking  to  make  sense  out  of  Christian  faith  and  the  Christian 
community  today. 

For  those  of  us  in  our  section  from  rich  countries,  it  was  not 
difficult  to  see  some  connection  between  the  poverty  of  Latin 
America  and  our  high  standard  of  living.  Nor  could  we  fail  to 
see  a strange  and  troublesome  parallelism.  The  countries  of 
Latin  America  and  the  highly  developed  nations  of  North  America 
and  Western  Europe  have  a major  reality  in  common:  our 
peoples  are  heirs  of  the  Christian  tradition.  This  means  that 
in  international  terms  and  within  our  own  nations  the  conflict 
of  rich  against  poor  and  of  oppressor  against  oppressed  is 
largely  a conflict  among  people  baptized  as  Christians.  In 
the  face  of  such  a contradiction,  our  expression  of  hope  in 
Christ  and  for  one  another  cannot  lapse  into  pious  platitudes. 

It  requires  of  the  rich  repentance  and  conversion  - conversion 
to  the  Christ  who  is  for  everyone,  but  most  especially  for  the 
poor. 

For  those  of  us  from  other  parts  of  the  Third  World  where  pover- 
ty and  oppression  are  also  majority  conditions,  but  where  Chris- 
tian traditions  and  Christian  communities  are  not  dominant,  the 
example  of  the  Church  in  Latin  America  can  greatly  enliven  our 
hope  or  seriously  disappoint  it.  We  are  happy  to  say  that  the 
accounts  before  us  were  of  the  hopeful  kind.  They  came  to  us 
from  suffering  Christians  who  are  being  exploited,  exiled  and 
tortured  or  from  others,  not  poor  or  powerless  who,  constrained 
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by  the  love  of  Christ,  have  chosen  to  follow  him  in  identifica- 
tion with  the  least  among  his  brothers  and  sisters.  Such  testi- 
monies have  deepened  our  understanding  of  the  implications  of 
the  key  biblical  text  used  in  our  conference:  "Be  ready  to  give 
account  of  the  hope  that  is  in  you"  (I  Peter  3:15).  Perhaps  no 
account  captured  so  well  the  truth  that  we  "can  do  all  things 
in  Christ  who  strengthens  us"  (Phil.  4:13)  as  did  the  poem  en- 
titled "With  these  hands". 

WITH  THESE  HANDS 

For  Jonas,  a prophet  whom  death  did  not  extinguish 

I will  till  the  field  of  morning 
With  these  hands 
Still  shackled. 

It  doesn't  matter  if  blood 
Blurts  from  my  fingers 
Or  from  the  wounded  earth. 

It  doesn't  matter  if  the  harvest  of  light  is  late. 

Or  if  the  stores  of  night  remain  intact. 

It  doesn't  matter  if  the  passage  of  the  enemy 
Has  left  only  ruins. 

I will  till  the  field  of  morning. 

Even  though  today  I shall  have  to  restore 
The  body  of  my  brother,  who  is  in  pieces. 

It  doesn't  matter  if  the  harvest  of  light  is  late. 

Inspired  as  we  were  by  the  hope  kindled  by  "Jonas",  we  were 
nevertheless  not  fascinated  with  the  notion  of  martyrdom.  Life 
itself  is  sacred.  It  is  God's  gift,  his  image,  the  temple  of 
the  Holy  Spirit  and  the  common  humanity  Christ  assumed  in  his 
incarnation  and  resurrection.  For  that  reason,  there  must  be 
a character  of  urgency  about  Christian  hope,  a translation  into 
action  that,  far  from  allowing  the  sacred  humanity  of  another 
to  be  brutalized,  instead  makes  real  the  abundant  life  which 
Christ  promises  and  exemplifies  for  all. 

We  are  grateful  therefore  for  the  many  Christians  in  Latin  Ameri 
ca  who  have  rediscovered  that  making  common  cause  with  the  poor 
is  the  most  direct  way  to  give  account  of  our  common  Christian 
hope.  To  those  who  have  ceaselessly  evangelized,  breaking  open 
the  good  news  of  salvation  of  the  biblical  message,  we  are  es- 
pecially grateful.  We  humbly  remind  ourselves  and  them,  however 
that  we  must  go  beyond  a notion  of  conversion  which  is  indivi- 
dualistic and  ultimately  selfish.  Conversion  is  always  to 
Christ  and  all  humankind,  especially  the  marginal  and  the  suf- 
fering (James  2:5).  That  is  both  the  scandal  and  the  power  of 
the  Cross.  That  is  also  the  way  to  know  the  Lord  and  the  power 
of  his  resurrection  (Phil.  3:10). 

From  our  reflection  on  Latin  America,  we  were  impressed  again 
with  how  necessary  for  the  abundant  life  it  is  indeed  to  have 
bread  but  also  the  fruits  of  the  spirit:  "love,  joy,  peace,  pa- 
tience, kindness,  goodness,  faithfulness,  gentleness  and  self- 
control,  against  such  there  is  no  law"  (Gal.  5:22-23).  We  are 
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convinced  such  gifts  come  to  fruition  in  the  community  we  call 
the  Church.  Here  again  we  have  much  to  learn  from  the  Latin 
American  experience  with  comunidades  de  base  which  give  reality 
to  the  Church  as  a proclaiming,  serving,  sacramental  fellowship, 
often  ecumenical,  in  slums,  rural  areas,  factories,  schools, 
labour  unions  and  political  action  groups.  In  such  a setting, 
preaching  and  sacraments  become  the  transforming  presence  of 
God  in  Christ  through  the  power  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  The  King- 
dom promised  breaks  forth  as  the  new  age  which  defies  the  prin- 
cipalities and  powers  (Eph.  6:12).  The  contours  of  a new  city 
whose  architect  and  builder  is  God  (Heb.  11:10)  stand  in  radi- 
cal contrast  with  the  present  order,  relativizing  it  and  embol- 
dening believers  to  join  all  others  of  good  will  to  build  a 
society  more  in  keeping  with  the  one  in  which  God  "will  wipe 
away  every  tear  from  their  eyes  and  death  shall  be  no  more, 
neither  shall  there  be  mourning,  nor  crying,  nor  pain  any  more 
for  the  former  things  have  passed  away"  (Rev.  21:4). 

We  cannot  leave  Bangalore  with  these  formidable  images  of  hope 
generated  for  us  by  you  in  Latin  America  without  a profound 
sense  of  the  need  to  be  not  only  hearers  but  doers  of. the 
word  (James  1:22).  We  feel  constrained  by  the  love  of  Christ 
to  make  sure  that  for  your  sake  and  ours  and  the  world's  your 
hopes  shall  not  be  frustrated.  Much  less  are  we  resigned  to 
let  the  hopes  of  some  become  the  despair  of  others.  The  world 
you  and  we  inhabit  should  leave  little  or  no  room  for  cruel 
innocence.  As  a minimum,  we  pledge  to  you  that  we  shall  do 
everything  we  can,  with  God's  help,  to  try  to  redress  an  inter- 
national economic  system  which  increasingly  favours  the  few  to 
the  detriment  of  the  many.  Because,  like  you,  we  love  our  ene- 
mies, we  owe  it  to  the  irresponsible  powerful  to  unmask  their 
operations,  to  curb  their  power  and,  where  opportunity  arises, 
personally  to  press  the  claims  of  the  Gospel  upon  them.  Strange 
though  it  seems  to  us,  many  of  them,  by  their  own  profession, 
are  fellow  Christians.  And  paradoxically  that  very  profession 
may  be  the  basis  for  an  appeal  to  reason. 

Of  course,  we  do  not  propose  to  do  this  in  arrogance.  We  here 
at  this  conference,  even  from  the  Third  World  countries,  do  not 
count  ourselves  among  the  poor.  We  are  increasingly  aware, 
however,  of  our  own  oppression.  By  that  we  do  not  mean  dis- 
content or  disillusionment  alone.  We  mean  those  deeper  long- 
ings of  the  spirit  which  prosperity  has  not  satisfied  but  rather 
may  have  produced  or  rendered  more  acute.  There  is  joylessness 
and  lack  of  meaning  in  our  pockets  of  affluence.  As  mostly 
middle-class  Christians,  we  are  fatigued  from  lack  of  success 
when  we  have  tried  to  make  modest  changes  in  the  social  order 
in  our  communities  or  nations.  We  also  know  there  is  no  future 
in  being  preoccupied  with  holding  on  to  our  relative  comforts. 

The  more  excellent  way  is  without  doubt  to  make  common  cause 
with  you  in  building  a new  world  of  blessing  to  all,  beginning 
from  below.  Like  Abraham,  we  are  still  being  called  to  be  a 
blessing  to  the  nations.  But  unlike  him,  we  know  the  destination 
and  fulfilment  of  our  calling:  wherever  Christ  and  his  community 
are  held  by  the  Holy  Spirit,  recreating  the  good  world  God  the 
Father  meant  for  us  to  inhabit.  For  we  are  "heirs  of  God  and 
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fellow-heirs  with  Christ,  provided  we  suffer  with  him  in  order 
that  we  may  also  be  glorified  with  him"  (Rom.  8:17). 

In  pursuit  of  this  more  excellent  way,  like  you,  we  are  pre- 
pared to  question  radically  the  alliance  of  ourselves  and  our 
churches  with  systems  motivated  chiefly  or  entirely  by  the  search 
for  profits.  We  are  also  prepared  to  be  less  distrustful  of 
non-Christians  who  are  also  seeking  after  justice,  joining 
them  where  the  construction  of  a more  humane  society  is  the 
common  goal.  We  shall  also  strive  to  press  the  rich  nations  to 
share  with  the  poor  nations  that  2%  of  their  Gross  National 
Product  recommended  in  United  Nations  circles  as  a necessary 
transfer  from  the  rich  to  the  poor  economies. 

In  closing,  we  clasp  our  hope  to  yours  in  one  of  the  texts  most 
frequently  used  at  our  conference:  "That  is  why  we  struggle  and 
work  hard,  because  we  have  set  our  hopes  on  the  living  God,  who 
is  the  Saviour  of  all,  especially  those  who  believe"  (I  Tim. 
4:10). 
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E.  STATEMENT  OF  DISCUSSION  GROUP  V ON  ACCOUNTS  OF  HOPE  FROM 
THE  UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA 


Introductory  note 


At  the  beginning  of  its  meeting  in  Bangalore,  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  of  the  World  Council  of 
Churches  divided  into  ten  groups,  each  of  which  was 
asked  to  study  in  more  detail  one  of  the  ten  prepa- 
ratory papers  on  the  "Account  of  Hope"  study.  It  had 
to  answer  two  questions:  On  the  basis  of  the  paper,  what 
can  be  said  about  a possible  common  account?  In  the 
light  of  the  discussion  about  a possible  common  account, 
what  can  be  said  in  response  to  the  particular  prepa- 
ratory paper? 

The  following  statement  originated  in  the  group  which 
was  asked  to  study  the  preparatory  paper  on  "Accounts 
of  Hope  from  the  United  States".  The  group  decided 
to  address  its  response  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commis- 
sion of  the  National  Council  of  Churches  of  Christ 
in  the  USA. 

There  was  not  time  for  a substantial  discussion  in 
Plenary  session  of  the  ten  group  reports.  Therefore, 
all  carry  no  more  than  the  authority  of  the  group. 

The  work  of  the  groups  was  meant  to  foster  the  ongoing 
dialogue  between  various  expressions  of  hope  within  the 
ecumenical  movement. 

When  the  response  of  the  group  became  known,  a number 
of  Commission  members  from  different  countries  expres- 
sed concern  because  they  felt  that  it  was  "unfair  and 
offered  a caricature  of  US  society".  In  particular, 
they  could  not  share  the  interpretation  of  the  US  as 
expressed  in  paragraph  15.  It  should  be  clearly  under- 
stood, therefore,  that  the  statement  does  not  reflect 
the  opinion  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  as  a whole, 

but  reflects  a debate  in  one  group.  Despite  this  diver- 
sity of  opinion,  the  statement  has  been  sent  to  the 
addressee;  the  views  expressed  both  in  the  statement 
and  the  reaction  here  are  in  fact  widely  shared  and  must 
be  faced  in  a study  which  seeks  to  facilitate  the  en- 
counter of  differing  hopes. 
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TO:  The  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  of  the  National  Council 

of  Churches  of  Christ  in  the  USA 

FROM: A Section  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches'  Commission 
on  Faith  and  Order  in  Conference  in  Bangalore,  India, 
August  16-30,  1978 


1.  We  are  glad  to  address  ourselves  to  you.  We  are  a section 
of  the  WCC  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order,  meeting  in  Bangalore, 
India,  August  16-30,  1978,  and  the  study  which  has  occupied  us 
is  "Giving  Account  of  the  Hope  that  is  in  us".  It  was  our 
privilege  to  learn  of  current  developments  in  the  churches  and 
among  Christian  groups  of  your  country  in  which  a clear  witness 
to  the  Christian  faith  is  being  given.  Our  own  sharing  of  ex- 
periences from  diverse  backgrounds  has  made  us  newly  aware  of 
how  much  we  miss  when  we  see  the  world  primarily  from  our  own 
limited  national  perspectives.  We  commend  to  you  as  a matter 
of  crucial  importance  the  exercise  of  seeing  yourselves  as 

you  are  seen  by  others,  particularly  your  fellow  Christians 
from  the  Third  World.  It  is  in  the  hope  of  fostering  this 
widened  perspective  that  we  address  you,  confident  that  our  one- 
ness in  Jesus  Christ  enables  us  to  speak  and  hear  in  ways  that 
would  otherwise  be  impossible. 

2.  We  commend  the  work  that  you  are  doing  in  the  Commission 
on  Faith  and  Order,  in  which  we  see  signs  of  hope  as  you  seek 
to  relate  the  traditional  tasks  of  the  movement  of  Faith  and 
Order  to  a keen  social  concern.  This  leads  us  to  expect  much 
from  the  US  churches,  not  merely  in  the  line  of  religiosity  but 
of  solid  biblical  faith  and  committed  action  for  the  transfor- 
mation of  your  society. 

SIGNS  OF  HOPE 

3.  We  are  aware  of  events  and  documents  in  your  church  life 
that  are  signs  of  hope  to  us,  who  reside  outside  your  country. 

4 . The  document  on  "A  Religious  Response  to  the  Mahoning  Valley 
Steel  Crisis"  gives  evidence  of  official  and  rapid  church  res- 
ponse on  the  part  of  those  who  have  experienced  some  of  the  prob- 
lems we  face  when  economic  decisions  are  made  about  our  future 
thousands  of  miles  away.  You  are  grappling  with  the  human  di- 
mension in  economic  decisions,  and  we  hope  that  your  churches 
will  realize  that  the  same  problems  exist  on  an  international 
scale,  and  will  join  with  us  in  similar  efforts  for  justice 
elsewhere,  even  when  they  challenge  "the  American  way  of  life". 
Your  action  in  the  steel  crisis  is  also  a sign  of  the  unity 

of  the  Church.  Your  efforts  not  only  show  what  can  be  attempted 
when  churches  work  together,  but  also  serve  as  a sign  of  God's 
gift  of  unity  which  we  so  frequently  destroy.  We  rejoice  that 
the  religious  fragmentation  in  your  country  has  been  partially 
overcome  by  this  common  witness  in  word  and  action. 

5.  We  are  impressed  by  "The  Chicago  Call:  An  Appeal  to  Evan- 
gelicals", and  the  Atlanta  statement  of  the  Black  Theology 
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Project,  since  in  both  of  these  "signs  of  hope"  we  see  a vital 
evangelical  concern  for  witness  to  the  Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ 
clearly  linked  to  a commitment  to  Christian  unity  and  social 
justice.  This  refusal  to  compartmentalize  Gospel  or  Church 
assures  us  that  in  the  midst  of  wide  diversity  among  religious 
groups  in  the  US,  there  are  those  who  understand  the  wholeness 
of  faith. 

6.  We  note  specific  efforts  toward  Christian  unity  in  which 
you  are  seeking  agreements  that  will  lead  to  mutual  recognition 
of  baptism,  eucharist  and  ministry,  with  their  resulting  joint 
structures.  These  are  also  "signs  of  hope"  to  us,  not  only  be- 
cause they  point  to  our  ultimate  hope  that  church  division  can 
be  overcome  and  the  one  Church  of  Jesus  Christ  brought  closer  to 
reality,  but  also  because  it  is  a matter  of  historic  fact  that 
divisions  in  your  churches  created  conflicting  claims  that  were 
then  imposed  on  our  churches.  Thus  your  unity  conversations  (be- 
tween various  individual  denominations  as  well  as  the  Consultation 
on  Church  Union)  are  signs  of  hope  to  us  that  these  divisions 

are  being  overcome.  Indeed,  many  of  us  have  already  experienced 
fulfilments  of  this  hope  in  united  churches  within  our  own 
countries . 

7.  We  see  many  "signs  of  hope"  in  less  structured  but  cruci- 
ally important  "movements"  in  your  country.  The  movements  of 
minority  racial  or  ethnic  groups  (Blacks,  Chicanos , Asian- 
Americans,  Hispanics,  Native  Americans)  give  evidence  of  an 
effort  by  powerless  and  marginated  members  of  your  society  to 
discover  their  own  identity,  to  recognize  that  they  can  develop 
power  when  they  act  together,  and  to  allow  the  Christian  hope 
to  empower  them.  This  is  a special  sign  of  hope  to  us,  since 
many  of  us  also  live  in  the  face  of  similar  oppression  or  hosti- 
lity within  our  own  situations. 

8.  The  women's  movement  in  your  churches  inspires  us  to  con- 
front more  directly  "controversial"  issues  relating  to  tradition, 
translation,  hermeneutics  and  the  ordination  of  women,  as  well 

as  the  struggle  for  partnership  and  mutuality  in  relation  to 
the  community  of  women  and  men  in  our  churches. 

9.  Some  of  these  movements  have  created  resource  offices  and 
have  tried  to  relate  activity  in  your  country  directly  to  our 
own  situations.  They  have  been  "signs  of  hope"  to  particular 
members  of  our  group.  We  mention  as  examples:  The  Cuba  Re- 
source Center,  dedicated  to  circulating  correct  information 
about  the  churches  in  Cuba,  and  organizing  Christian  visitations 
to  contribute  to  better  relations  between  Christians  whose 
governments  remain  estranged;  the  North  American  Congress  for 
Latin  America  (NACLA) , which  documents  the  relationship  between 
US  economic,  political  and  military  involvement  in  Latin  Ameri- 
ca and  its  consequent  support  of  dictatorial  regimes;  direct  in- 
volvement by  Christian  churches  on  behalf  of  the  "Wilmington  Ten", 
showing  that  churches  are  willing  to  exert  practical  pressure 

in  combatting  racial  injustice;  the  Theology  in  the  Americas, 
dedicated  to  hearing  the  cries  of  the  poor  everywhere  and  seek- 
ing for  appropriate  responses  on  the  part  of  the  American 
churches . 


63 


10.  Because  we  believe  that  reflection  and  action  in  an  inter- 
national context  are  incumbent  upon  us  all,  we  make  a proposal 
to  your  Commission:  Visiting  scholars  or  pastors  from  our  coun- 
tries are  frequently  present  for  periods  of  time  in  your  country 
Could  you  not  add  to  the  "membership"  of  your  Commission  at 
least  two  such  persons  at  each  of  your  meetings,  so  that  your 
own  reflection  on  Faith  and  Order  issues  would  take  place  in  a 
global  rather  than  only  a national  context?  Such  a step  would 
heighten  the  reality  of  the  Christian  community  and  be  mutually 
beneficial  to  you  and  to  us. 

AREAS  OF  CONCERN 

In  addition  to  signs  of  hope,  we  would  share  with  you  certain 
areas  of  concern,  believing  that  it  is  a further  sign  of  hope 
that  within  the  Christian  family  we  can  speak  frankly  and  di- 
rectly. We  look  forward  to  your  response. 

11.  We  hope  that  your  churches  will  seek  to  re-evangelize 
themselves  as  well  as  the  nation;  and  that  in  particular  you 
will  seek  conversion  from  a consumer  ideology  to  the  practice 
of  Christian  poverty  and  the  shared  use  of  goods.  We  hope  for 
your  conversion  from  "cruel  innocence"  (an  attitude  of  ignorance 
that,  without  realizing  it,  allows  oppression  and  injustice 

to  multiply) , to  responsible  awareness  of  the  frequently  destruc 
tive  implications  of  the  economic  and  political  system  and  prac- 
tice of  the  USA.  We  hope  that  your  churches  will  take  clear 
and  vigorous  stands  on  behalf  of  swift  justice  for  oppressed 
minorities,  whether  at  home  or  abroad.  This  will  require  a 
critique  of  the  concentration  of  wealth  and  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  few  which  results  in  powerlessness  for  the  many,  and 
this  in  turn  will  involve  a theological  critique  of  differing 
economic  systems  and  of  the  history  of  the  wealth  of  the  West. 
Economic  and  social  life  could  then  be  re-modelled  so  as  to 
embody  human  dignity  and  community  life  as  a shared  gift  of  God, 
since  the  eucharist  and  our  faith  in  God  as  triune  imply  a new 
community  in  which  the  needs  and  hopes  of  all  people  are  given 
equal  weight. 

12.  We  are  most  concerned  about  the  loss  of  human  dignity, 
wherever  it  occurs.  This  is  true  in  many  parts  of  the  world, 
due  in  part  to  US  policies.  Denials  of  justice,  violations 

of  rights,  maintenance  of  cheap  labour,  conditions  of  poverty, 
multiplication  of  dictatorships  and  the  spread  of  hopelessness 
and  meaninglessness  are  all  manifestations  of  an  overall  system 
that  causes  loss  of  dignity  for  people  everywhere. 

13.  In  the  sphere  of  culture,  consumerism  and  its  compulsions, 
fostered  by  competitive  and  misleading  advertising  practices, 
the  human  debasement  presented  by  pornography,  TV  programmes 
which  present  violence  and  promiscuity  as  modes  of  behaviour, 
the  distortion  of  reality  due  to  the  creation  of  artificial 
needs,  and  the  consequent  exploitation  of  consumers  - all  these 
are  realities  that  lay  a heavy  responsibility  on  Church  and 
nation.  We  hope  your  churches  will  be  a sign  of  hope  by  li- 
berating people  from  such  false  images  of  what  it  means  to  be 
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human,  and  by  struggling  to  restore  to  women  and  men  the  dig- 
nity of  God's  daughters  and  sons,  made  in  God's  image. 

14 . We  hope  your  churches  will  become  even  more  aware  of  how 
your  nation's  power  and  affluence  stand  in  the  way  of  hope 
for  many  in  your  own  country  as  well  as  outside:  the  continued 
Black  experience  of  oppression,  the  enormous  and  ever  grow- 
ing disparity  between  the  highest  and  lowest  income  groups  with- 
in the  US  and  between  the  US  and  Third  World  countries,  as  well 
as  frequent  US  support  for  oppressive,  totalitarian  or  military 
regimes  in  Latin  America,  Asia  and  Africa.  In  this  context, 

we  often  hear  your  churches  confessing  their  powerlessness  to 
influence  the  politics  and  economics  of  your  country.  We  have 
already  noted  with  appreciation  that  your  churches  have  not 
been  wholly  silent  or  inactive.  True,  churches  do  not  have  the 
power  of  multinationals  and  great  banks.  But  they  do  have  other 
kinds  of  power:  many  of  the  people  who  spend  money,  who  vote  and 
invest  are  members  of  Christian  churches;  the  churches  have  a 
special  kind  of  power  related  to  people,  the  power  of  the  Word 
of  God  and  the  power  of  shared  witness.  So  we  hope  your  chur- 
ches will  develop  keener  political  sensitivity  to  the  spread 
throughout  the  world  of  such  things  as  the  threat  of  war,  the 
growth  of  armaments,  detention  without  trial,  and  physical  and 
psychological  torture,  techniques  for  which  have  even  been 
taught  in  US  police  academies.  We  believe  your  churches  can 
exert  more  influence  if  you  have  the  will  to  do  so.  Instead 
of  supporting,  tacitly  or  openly,  such  policies  as  the  embargo 
against  Cuba  or  backing  oppressive  regimes  like  that  of  Pinochet, 
you  could  align  yourselves  with  movements  for  justice  and  peace. 
We  hope  that  your  churches  will  play  their  part  so  that  US  fo- 
reign policy  will  not  leave  people  in  places  like  Taiwan  and 
Zimbabwe  without  internationally  guaranteed  freedom,  and  will 
work  for  the  assured  right  for  them  to  decide  their  own  future. 

15.  We  hope  your  churches  will  act  together  toward  the  with- 
drawal of  US  military  and  economic  support  from  oppressive  and 
dictatorial  regimes  in  Africa,  Asia  and  Latin  America.  Our  im- 
pression is  that  your  churches  still  assume  that  the  US  is  seen 
as  a sign  of  hope  for  oppressed  peoples  and  a symbol  of  free- 
dom and  democracy.  The  reality  today  is  often  otherwise:  US 
policies  are  interpreted  as  bolstering  regimes  which  exploit 
the  poor  and  deny  human  rights;  the  Vietnam  War  is  perceived 

in  our  countries  as  having  been  pursued  for  the  sake  of  politi- 
cal and  economic  influence.  Such  realities  must  continually 
be  confronted  and  addressed  in  the  name  of  the  Gospel. 

16.  We  hope  also  for  pastoral  action  on  your  part  to  support 
concerned  Christians  who  are  caught  in  management  structures 
that  oppress,  who  would  like  to  see  things  change,  but  are  at 
a loss  to  know  where  to  begin.  These  individuals  can  be  as 
frustrated  as  the  oppressed  of  the  ghettos  and  the  slums.  A 

way  must  be  found  for  the  churches  to  create  for  them  a community 
of  support;  first. in  their  attempts  toward  a better  analysis 
of  their  power;  and  second  for  a more  effective  means  of  trans- 
forming attitude  and  policies,  while  recognizing  that  the  pre- 
sent system  will  resist  attempts  to  promote  change. 
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17.  Having  said  this,  we  should  further  testify  to  our  convic- 
tion, born  of  historical  experience,  that  the  oppressed  cannot 
place  their  hope  in  the  goodwill  of  those  in  power.  Liberation 
will  not  come  "from  above";  to  hope  such  a thing  is  to  adopt 

an  illusion  which  the  powerful  foster.  Fundamental  change  re- 
quires struggle  on  the  part  of  the  oppressed  and  the  rejected. 
Your  churches  can  listen  to  their  testimony,  can  identify  with 
them,  and  can  help  create  conditions  for  others  to  hear  them. 
Freedom  is  a gift  of  God,  born  of  grace;  and  it  must  be  ex- 
pressed by  actions  that  reflect  the  liberating  power  of  God; 
the  oppressed  will  gain  full  human  dignity  only  through  making 
their  own  decisions,  setting  their  own  goals  and  working  to- 
ward those  goals  at  their  own  pace  and  by  their  own  methods. 

CONCLUSION 

18.  As  brothers  and  sisters  from  another  Faith  and  Order  Com- 
mission, we  share  in  solidarity  with  you  our  concerns  for  the 
unity  of  the  Church  and  for  the  renewal  of  Church  and  society, 
with  the  prayer  that  our  common  witness  to  Christ  and  his 
Kingdom  may  enable  us  all  to  go  from  strength  to  strength. 
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F. 


STATEMENT  OF  DISCUSSION  GROUP  VI  ON  ACCOUNTS  OF  HOPE 
FROM  WESTERN  EUROPE 


In  group  VI  we  encountered  one  another  as  we  discussed  our 
common  hope.  We  represented  Asia,  Africa,  South  America, 
Eastern  and  Western  Europe.  As  we  studied  the  report  from 
Western  Europe,  we  were  offered  indirectly  an  encounter  with 
our  brothers  and  sisters  from  that  region.  The  problems  of 
the  faith  in  such  developed  societies  were  brought  before 
us,  but  in  particular  the  testimonies  of  their  hope. 

Our  main  reply  is  related  to  and  contained  in  the  Common 
Account  of  Hope  worked  out  by  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order 
here  in  Whitefield,  Bangalore.  However,  apart  from  this,  we 
should  communicate  something  about  the  experiences  of  our 
group  itself.  The  following  reactions  are  not  intended  as 
a judgment  of  the  background  documents  of  the  Western  Europe 
report  with  which  only  some  of  us  were  familiar.  They  are 
rather  an  expression  of  gratitude;  for  certain  passages  of 
these  testimonies  could  be  recognized  also  as  hopes  of  faith 
in  other  world  situations.  This  was  encouraging  as  we  moved 
towards  a Common  Account.  Moreover,  our  reactions,  in  the 
form  of  questions  to  Western  Europeans,  are  intended  to  further 
the  ecumenical  exchange  which,  since  the  beginning  of  this 
study  process,  has  increasingly  become  a basic  element  of 
our  Christian  life  grounded  in  hope. 

1.  In  the  document  of  the  Catholic  Bishops  in  the  FRG , the 
basic  witness  to  hope  comes  face  to  face  with  the  history  of 
the  suffering  of  humankind  in  a manner  which  holds  also  much 
importance  both  for  the  Evangelical  Church  in  the  FRG  and 
for  churches  in  other  countries.  The  news  of  a future  for 
the  dead  is  described  here  as  a message  of  hope  and  justice, 
for  it  affirms  that  the  sufferings  of  the  past  have  not  been 
pointless.  Therefore,  it  liberates  us  for  a life  resisting 
pure  self-assertiveness  whose  meaning  is  death  and  makes  us 
into  Easter  persons  who  are  ready  to  live  for  others. 

We  affirm:  In  the  common  account  of  hope,  confessional 
boundaries  clearly  retreat. 

The  experience  of  the  Bristol  group  confirms  this  from  another 
angle,  and  even  more  so  the  Dutch  text  which  was  elaborated, 
in  fact,  as  an  ecumenical  account. 

2.  That  the  witnesses  from  Western  Europe  speak  consciously 
from  out  of  their  particular  context  allows  Christians  and 
churches  in  other  parts  of  the  world  to  encounter  them  as 
partners.  Contextual  witness  makes  partnership  possible. 

Mutual  exchange  fosters  hope  in  one'e  own  situation.  "Dia- 
logue with  Christians  from  Europe  no  longer  seems  hopeless", 
said  one  voice  from  Africa. 


3.  Who  is  Christ  for  us  today?  He  is  on  the  side  of  the  poor. 
No-one  questioned  this  statement.  However,  after  an  exciting 


discussion  across  the  continents,  we  found  it  important  to 
add  three  complementary  remarks : 

- Christ  died  the  death  on  the  cross  for  all,  for  the  poor 
and  for  the  rich,  for  the  exploited  and  for  the  exploiter. 

- But  this  vicarious  death  for  all  does  not  mean  that  Christ 
is  also  on  the  side  of  the  rich  when  they  exploit  the  poor. 

- For  the  oppressed  and  the  poor,  however,  a black  voice  from 
Africa  added:  "I  can  only  believe  Christ  at  my  side  in  the 
struggle  against  the  oppressors  when  I do  not  want  him  for 

myself  alone. " 

4.  The  report  points  out  that  the  document  of  the  Catholic 
Bishops  enumerates  four  specific  tasks  which  the  German  Church 
is  to  take  up  in  the  name  of  the  whole  Church:  a)  to  strive 
for  Christian  unity;  b)  to  work  for  a new  relationship  to  the 
Jewish  people;  c)  to  share  its  wealth  with  the  poor  of  the 
Third  World;  d)  to  develop  forms  of  collective  asceticism. 

It  was  recognized  not  only  in  the  Western  Europe  report,  but 
also  by  delegates  from  other  continents,  that  here  were  tasks 
for  their  own  churches. 

Here  it  can  be  seen  that  when  individual  churches  undertake 
specific  tasks  in  the  name  of  the  whole  Church,  they  can  en- 
courage other  churches  to  follow  suit  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other  hand,  to  seek  themselves  those  tasks  specifically 
assigned  to  them  in  their  own  historical  context  and  to  tack- 
le them  on  behalf  of  the  whole  Church. 

5.  The  particular  burdens  related  to  the  Western  Europe  situ- 
ation appear  to  consist  in  the  fact  that  this  situation  is 
marked  by  the  secularized  technological  society,  its  social 
organisations  and  its  abundant  consumerism,  its  wealth  and 
its  egoism  - but  at  the  same  time  this  situation  is  riddled 
with  experiences  and  feelings  of  pointlessness,  of  the  uncer- 
tainty about  the  progress  achieved,  of  hopelessness. 

Non-Europeans  found  it  difficult  to  imagine  the  burdens  of 
this  cultural  climate.  That  confronted  with  the  screaming 
want  in  other  parts  of  the  world  Europeans  (in  our  group)  hard- 
ly spoke  of  their  own  burdens  was  most  significant.  How  can 
one  speak  of  challenges  to  faith  in  the  ambiguity  of  a mate- 
rially affluent  society?  What  is  the  hope  in  and  for  this 
society? 

In  addition  to  these  efforts  at  understanding,  counter  ques- 
tions arose  about  the  interpretation  of  the  situation.  Does 
the  pervasive  ambiguity  of  the  experience  of  reality,  as  it 
is  exemplified  in  the  Dutch  text,  in  fact  reflect  the  actual 
situation?  For  brothers  and  sisters  from  Asia  and  Africa, 
ambiguity  appeared  as  an  illness.  They  were  encouraged  by 
their  agreement  on  this  point:  "The  exaggerated  European  self- 
criticism  too  can  fortify  hopelessness."  The  weighty  impact 
which  the  European  discussion  and  situation  analysis  can  carry 


in  other  areas  of  the  world  became  overwhelmingly  clear  here. 

No  situation  is  an  island.  With  contextuality  comes  inter- 
dependence. These  reactions  were  voiced,  despite  the  fact 
that  the  Dutch  report  itself  confesses  the  belief  that  in 
following  Jesus  the  ambiguity  will  be  overcome  and  that  such 
victory  and  hope  can  be  reflected  in  everyday  decisions  and 
actions.  Is  it  to  be  our  hope  for  Western  Europeans  that  the 
countenance  of  the  risen  and  crucified  one  will  become  still 
clearer  in  their  experiences  and  transform  into  unambiguous- 
ness these  ambiguities,  both  those  actually  given  in  their 
situation  and  those  arising  from  their  feelings  of  split 
existence? 

6.  What  is  the  significance  of  the  fact  that  in  the  Western 
European  reports  the  account  of  hope  is  made  from  within  the 
Church  by  Christians  and  for  other  Christians?  Is  it  be- 
cause of  the  misery  and  paralysis  of  their  situation  that 
the  Church  is  no  longer  questioned  and  challenged  from  out- 
side? 

Is  it  possible  that  the  missionary  dimension  of  hope  become 
stale  within  the  Church?  Should. this  be  possible? 

Some  of  us  asked:  Is  the  Church  sufficiently  aware  at  present 
that  thousands  of  seasonal  and  foreign  workers  are  pleading 
at  their  doors?  An  Indian  told  the  following  story:  sixty 
kilometers  from  here  (Whitefield)  there  lives  at  the  moment 
a Hindu  mystic.  Every  morning  hundreds  of  people  come  and 
wait  to  see  him  as  if  seeing  the  countenance  of  God.  There 
are  also  Europeans  among  them,  even  Christians.  What  does  it 
mean  for  the  churches  (in  Western  Europe)  that  Europeans 

travel  to  India  to  seek  hope  in  Hindu  mystics? 

These  are  isolated  examples  of  course.  We  have  not  tried  to 
judge  how  far  they  are  representative,  but  we  feel  that  Wes- 
tern Europe  must  listen  to  such  voices  as  these  from  the 
community  of  the  oikoumene. 

7.  We  appreciated  the  way  in  which  the  Western  European 
document  attempts  to  avoid  traditional  language  and  easy 
jargon.  It  is  important  for  all  of  us  to  speak  honestly  of 
what  our  hope  really  consists  and,  if  hope  is  a form  of  belief, 
then  this  means:  What  do  we  really  believe?  (cf  Bonhoeffer) 

In  this  endeavour  to  use  new  language,  however,  do  we  not 
also  sometimes  discern  a a lack  of  commitment  to  Tradition? 

For  is  relationship  to  Tradition  not  in  itself  a continuing 
procession  of  the  oikoumene  with  the  churches  of  the  earlier 
centuries? 

There  is  wealth  in  Tradition.  Certain  periods  perhaps  do  not 
use  this  welath  to  the  full.  For  future  generations,  however, 
there  can  emerge  out  of  Tradition  a liberating  and  progres- 
sive hope,  provided  that  Tradition  is  aroused  in  the  spirit 
and  not  simply  stated  in  inanimate  words. 
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8.  We  were  agreed  that  in  prayer  is  renewed  the  hope  which 
is  within  us  but  which  we  never  actually  possess.  For  our 
hope,  to  pray  is  like  waiting  for  the  daily  manna.  Our  hope 
survives  through  looking  daily  towards  the  Lord  and  Basis  of 
our.  hope.  Here  too  we  would  wish  to  be  one  with  all  Christians 
in  Europe. 
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APPENDIX  A 


Message  of  the  General  Secretary  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches 
to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 


Warmest  greetings  to  all  who  are  gathered  together  for  this 
significant  meeting  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission.  Last 
year  we  celebrated  fifty  years  of  the  Faith  and  Order  move- 
ment. This  year  we  remember  that  the  World  Council  of  Churches 
was  inaugurated  thirty  years  ago.  These  years  are  short  in  the 
perspective  of  the  pilgrimage  of  the  churches  through  their 
nearly  2000  years  of  history  and  through  the  centuries  of  their 
division.  And  yet  they  have  been  exciting  years  in  which  God 
has  wonderfully  blessed  us  with  his  uniting  presence  and 
brought  us  together  in  new  and  creative  ways  to  be  the  instru- 
ments of  his  healing  power  in  a divided  world.  It  is  therefore 
with  gratitude  and  expectation  that  you  meet  in  the  name  of 
our  triune  God. 

True  to  your  heritage  you  will  be  considering  the  issues  of 
Faith  and  Order.  You  will  be  seeking  to  articulate  together 
the  hope  that  is  in  us  and  you  will  also  be  reviewing  and  shar- 
pening the  concerns  of  growing  together  into  unity.  These 
two  are  inextricably  related.  The  encyclical  letter  to  the 
Ephesians  speaks  of  the  hope  to  which  we  are  called  in  the  con- 
text of  the  purpose  of  God  to  unite  all  things  in  Christ  who 
is  the  head  of  the  body  of  the  Church,  the  fulness  of  him  who 
fills  all  in  all.  Later  in  the  letter  this  vocation  to  hope 
is  related  to  the  givenness  of  our  faith  in  the  trinity  and 
to  our  calling  to  use  our  varied  gifts  for  the  completion  of 
our  humanity  in  Christ  and  for  the  unity  of  the  body  of  Christ 
in  love.  The  message  of  hope  for  humanity  is  therefore  the  call 
to  the  unity  of  the  people  of  God  and  of  all  peoples  made  in 
his  image.  In  our  world  where  there  is  so  little  to  hope  for, 
the  earnest  quest  for  the  unity  of  the  Church  is  no  side  issue 
but  is  central  to  the  future  of  humankind. 

This  vision  of  the  unity  of  the  Church  being  a sign  of  the 
unity  of  humankind  belongs  to  the  heritage  of  Faith  and  Order. 
Charles  Brent  saw  this  clearly  as  did  Soderblom  of  Sweden  and 
Azaraiah  of  India.  And  they  saw  this  vision  as  becoming  a 
reality  in  each  place.  Your  studies  on  hope  and  unity  have  been 
rightly  grounded  in  the  experience  of  churches  and  Christians 
as  they  struggle  together  in  their  communities  to  be  faithful 
to  Christ  crucified  and  risen,  our  only  hope.  You  are  meeting 
at  Bangalore  in  South  India,  which  like  elsewhere  defies  all 
our  endeavours  to  realize  hope  and  unity.  Thirty  years  ago, 
we  were  inspired  by  the  bold  adventures  of  the  new  Church  of 
South  India  for  the  sake  of  being  an  authentic  witness  to  the 
hope  of  the  Gospel.  Today,  you  will  be  meeting  in  a country 
which  poses  some  of  the  most  profound  economic,  social,  cultural 
and  spiritual  questions  to  the  hope  which  the  Gospel  offers. 
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You  will  not  be  permitted  to  forget  this  as  you  move  around 
Bangalore.  It  will  be  a chastening  and  challenging  experience. 
It  is  appropriate  that  you  meet  in  Bangalore  because  both  hope 
and  unity  can  only  be  understood  and  realized  in  the  places 
where  God  has  put  us,  just  as  he  brought  hope  and  unity  into 
being  in  a particular  place  and  time  through  the  incarnation 
of  Jesus  Christ. 

It  is  therefore  in  this  spirit  that  I greet  you  and  pray  that 
you  will  experience  true  communion  in  hope.  In  the  words  of 
Paul  to  the  Romans:  May  the  God  of  hope  fill  you  with  all  joy 
and  peace  in  believing  so  that  by  the  power  of  the  Holy 
Spirit  you  may  abound  in  hope. 


Philip  Potter 
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APPENDIX  B 


Message. to  His  Holiness  Pope  Jean  Paul  I 


The  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  of  the  World  Council  of 
Churches,  meeting  in  Bangalore  India  for  its  triennial  session, 
respectfully  welcomes  the  election  of  Your  Holiness. 

We  are  170  Christians  representing  many  different  traditions, 
who  have  been  charged  by  our  churches  to  "give  a common  account 
of  the  hope  that  is  within  us"  and  to  seek  for  ways  of  "grow- 
ing together  into  unity". 

Deepening  the  preparatory  work  undertaken  two  months  ago  by 
a group  of  theologians  in  Venice,  we  find  with  joy  that  we 
share  not  only  one  common,  basic  hope,  but  also  many  spiritual 
riches,  in  faith  and  in  our  Christian  life.  We  experience  that 
communion,  already  real,  albeit  still  incomplete,  which  binds 
us  together  in  Christ. 

We  turn  to  the  past  and  we  give  thanks  that  all  Christians  have 
already  walked  SO'  far  together,  especially  since  the  Second 
Vatican  Council. 

We  look  to  the  future,  and  we  want  to  make  even  greater  efforts 
to  respond,  with  all  our  heart,  to  our  Saviour's  prayer  "that 
they  all  may  be  one  that  the  world  may  believe". 

On  this  ecumenical  pilgrimage  to  the  full  unity  of  all  those 
who  bear  the  name  of  Christ  and  want  to  be  his  witnesses  through- 
out the  world,  our  respectful  and  fraternal  prayers  are  with 
Your  Holiness  as  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  you  become 
Bishop  of  the  Church  which  "presides  in  love". 

Praise  be  to  the  God  and  Father  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the 
all-merciful  Father,  the  God  whose  consolation  never  fails  us. 

He  comforts  us  in  all  our  troubles,  so  that  we  in  turn  may  be 
able  to  comfort  others  in  any  trouble  of  theirs,  and  to  share 
with  them  the  consolation  we  ourselves  receive  from  God  (II 
Cor.  1:3-4) . 
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School,  Vanderbilt  University,  Nashville,  TN  37240,  USA 
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